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Executive Summary

Overview

Each year, comparable and comprehensive data about all of the nation's public elementary
and secondary schools, local education agencies (LEAs), and state education agencies (SEAs) are
collected through administration of the Common Core of Data (CCD) Surveys. This report
summarizes CCD data for a period (1986-87 to 1990-91) during which major changes were
occurring in the demographics of the nation's public school population.' Enrollments in public
schools began increasing after a decade of decline. The racial-ethnic composition of the student
population was also changing, with notable increases in the numbers of Hispanic children
enrolling in public schools.

This was also a period characterized by efforts to reform and improve the nation's education
system. In response to these demographic changes and reform pressures, the nation's education
system underwent numerous changes. These changes and the associated systemic responses are
the focus of this report.

Summary of Findings

How has the population served by public schools changed in size, and how have school
districts responded to the changes?

After enrollment in American public elementary and secondary schools reached a 20-year
low in the mid-1980s, this trend was reversed: Between 1987-88 and 1990-91, enrollments rose
by 3 percent. At the same time, the number of school districts declined slightly, with the result
that the average enrollment in existing school districts increased. Other relevant findings include
the following:

In 1990-91, over half of the regular school districts in the nation served fewer than 1,000
students, but only 7 percent of the nation's public schcol students were enrolled in these
small districts.

From 1986-87 to 1990-91, the number'and proportion of students in predominantly (at
least 80 percent) white school districts decreased; the number and proportion of students
in other districts increased.

Most analyses in this report are for the 1987-88 to 1990-91 period rather than the 1986-87 to 1990-91 period.
Analyses in which the proportion of minority students (in a district or school) were employed as a descriptive factor
were restricted to the shorter period. This was due to the fact that racial-ethnic data were not incorporated into the
CCD until 1987-88



Districts respond to changes in enrollments in a number of ways. One of the most basic ways
is through changes in grade structure--that is, changing the grade levels served.

From 1987-88 to 1990-91, the most common type of change in a district's grade structure
wa , the addition of prekindergarten classes, followed by the elimination of
prekindergarten classes.

Besides the addition and elimination of prekindergarten classes, districts tended to be stable
.with respect to the grade Duels of students served. Between 1987-88 and 1990-91, only about
2.7 percent of the nation's school districts per year changed the grade levels of students they
served.

How have the grade structure and the program specialization of public schools changed in
response to changing needs?

Although districts are relatively stable with respect to the grades served, many districts
respond to changing birthrates and changing parent concerns through changes in grades served by
each school. Each year from 1986-87 through 1990-91, about one-eighth of the nation's public
schools changed grade spans (i.e., the grade range of students that were enrolled at the school).
Most of these changes were relatively minor, but about 2 percent of schools changed from one
type of school (elementary, middle, secondary, or combined) to a different type.

Changes in the prevalence and grade spans of separate middle grade schools serving only
early adolescent students were substantial during this period. Based on the observation that
needs of early adolescents and preadolescents are very different from those of later adolescents,
many districts restructured the grade spans of their schools to create schools that would only
serv' pre- and early adolescent students. The proportion of sixth, sk. venth, and eighth graders
attending these schools increased from 1986-87 to 1990-91.

In this report, middle grade schools include the prototypical junior high school (grades 7-9)
because junior high schools serve populations that are predominantly, or almost exclusively, pre-
and early adolescent. However, some of the focus of the middle school movement has been on
the movement of the sixth grade into middle schools and the ninth grade into high schools. From
1986-87 to 1990-91, the number of schools with the prototypical junior high school grade range
(7-9) decreased by 20 percent, while the number of schools with the prototypical middle school
grade range (6-8) increased by 23 percent. These changes allowed high schools to remain open
as the high-school-age population declined during this period; these changes also addressed
elementary school crowding as the population size of this age group grew.

Separate schools for middle grade, early adolescent students were most prevalent in large
school districts, which tend to be urban and suburban and in the most affluent districts. Although
there were a variety of different grade spans in these separate middle grade schools, almost all of
them enrolled seventh-grade students. The higher the socioeconomic status (SES) of a district,
the greater was the likelihood that their seventh graders attended separate middle grade schools.



Executive Summary

What is the racial-ethnic composition of the populations served by public schools, and how
has it changed?

CCD data were used to determine demographic trends, as well as to ;:?; 'Ify the types of
schools and districts undergoing the greatest changes in their racial-ethnic (..k..arr,-* 1- in from
1987-88 to 1990-91.

The number of students in public elementary and secondary schools in regular school
districts in the United States increased by approximately one million from 1987-88 to
1990-91. Over three-quarters (78.5 percent) of this growth can be attributed to an
increase in the number of Hispanic (645,000) and Asian (140,000) students.

The overall proportion of minority public school students in regular school districts
steadily increased from 1987-88 to 1990-91. However, the proportion of black students,
like the proportion of white non-Hispanic students, declined.

In 1990-91, the number of Hispanic students exceeded the number of white non-Hispanic
students in schools in large cities. White non-Hispanic students comprised about one-
quarter (26 percent) of the public school students in large cities' schools.

Most of the nation's minority students were served by school districts with enrollments of
10,000 or more.

Each year from 1987-88 to 1990-91, the concentration of black students in special
education schools, vocational education schools, and alternative education schools was
greater than in regular schools; the concentrations of white and Asian students were lower
in these schools.

A district's racial composition (i.e., the proportion of minority students) was strongly
associated with its socioeconomic status. The proportion of white non-Hispanic students
was highest in the most affluent districts and was lowest in the poorest districts.

How have school districts responded to changes in racial-ethnic composition?

There is substantial evidence that education outcomes are related to the racial composition of
classrooms and schools (Coleman et al. 1966; Mahard and Crain 1983). Many desegregation
programs have been developed and implemented to ensure equal education opportunities for all
races and ethnic groups. As previously noted, the period from 1987-88 to 1990-91 was
characterized by substantial changes in the overall racial-ethnic composition of the school
population. In order to investigate the net result of these changes and of districts' responses to
them, it is necessary to employ indicators of within-district racial balance. These indicatorsthe
index of racial imbalance and the index of minority exposureare intended to show how white
and minority students are distributed among the schools in a district. These indices provide
indicators of the impacts of school districts' pupil assignment practices, showing how evenly

xv
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white non-Hispanic students are spread amongst the districts' schools and whether these
practices resulted in schools becoming ore or less racially balanced.

Both indicators provided slight evidence of desegregation improvements from 1987-88 to
1990-91.

To achieve perfect racial balance in the typical urban school district (in 1990-91), over
one-quarter of the minority students would have had to be reassigned to other schools in
the district.

The typical minority student in a large city school attended a school in which only about
one-quarter (26 percent) of the students were white.

The districts with the most racially imbalanced schools were those with the highest
overall proportions of minority students in 1987-83 Improvements in these districts'
racial balance from 1987-88 to 1990-91 were minimal, at best.

The proportion of white students in the typical minority student's classthe minority
exposure indexwas highest in the most affluent school districts. However, the
proportion of white students in the typical minority student's school decreased the most
(that is, became much smaller) in the most affluent districts from 1987-88 to 1990-91.

How have student/teacher ratios changed?

Some believe that small(er) class sizes are generally better than larger class sizes because
more individualized attention can be given to each student (Finn and Achilles 1990, Slavin 1989;
Glass and Smith 1979).2 In order to determine whether class sizes were decreasing in the
nation's public schools, and to determine the types of districts realizing these changes,
student/teacher ratios in different types of school districts were compared over time. Although
class size and student/teacher ratios are not identical, student/teacher ratios are generally believed
to be highly associated with class size. These comparisons are also informative about changes in
resource distribution policies and practices, both over time and as a function of district
characteristics. A decline in student/teacher ratios of 5 percent from 1986-87 to 1990-91 was
noted, supporting the belief that class sizes have declined over this period.

Student/teacher ratios were associated with certain district characteristics. For example,
they were lowest in the smallest districts, in rural districts, and in the most affluent
districts.

Student/teacher ratios were highest in districts with the highest proportion of minorities.
This was true even . !---tn other district characteristics were controlled through use of
multivariate analytic techniques.

2 For a contrasting opinion, see Tomlinson, T. (1988). Class Size and Public Policy: Politics and Panaceas.
U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and Improvement, PIP 88-838.
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Executive Summary

Within districts, student/teacher ratios were also a characteristic of the type of school that
a student attended. High student/teacher ratios were characteristic of:

elementary schools (in contrast to middle grade schools and secondary schools);

larger high schools (rather than smaller high schools); and

regular high schools irather than specialized high schools).

Conclusion

Although the Common Core of Data does not provide answers to complicated policy
questions, it does provide a background for formulating policy research questions and for
designing studies to find out how particular interventions have worked in the context of the ever-
changing schools and students in America. In one form or another, CCD data have been
summarized in previous reports; however, these reports have not been used to examine in detail
how our nation's schools have. changed over a 5-year period. This period can also serve as a
benchmark against which the magnitude of future changes can be compared.

so

CCD data cannot be used to address the question "Why?" However, by demonstrating the
presence of significant changes and by identifying where these changes are occurring,
policymakers and practitioners can better target their efforts. Researchers can develop specific
hypotheses and can be much more sharply focused when addressing key research issues.



Introduction

Overview

The Common Core of Data (CCD) Surveys are annual data collection efforts sponsored by
the U.S. Department of Education's National Center for Education Statistics (NCF,S). In
administering these surveys, NCES provides State Coordinators with a common set of definitions
for all of the informational items beMe,. requested. In this fashion, comparable and
comprehensive information on all public elementary and secondaly, schools, local education
agencies (LEAs), and state education agencies (SEAs) can he provided.

The types of data reported in these surveys include the following:

General director)/ information, such as names, addresses, and telephone numbers.

Basic demographic information, such as the numbers of etudents, by grade, race-ethnicity,
and cNerall; numbers and types of high .school completers; numbers of teachers; and
percentages of : ;tudents who are eligible for articipation in the free or reduced-price
lunch program.

In a separate component, nor covered in this report, fiscal data, such as revenues and
expenditures, ?de aggregated at the state level.

nis report focuses on the last half of the 1980sincluding the 5 school years from 1986-87
through 1990-91a period in which demographic changes in the American youth population
interacted with changing concerns and expectations for the effectiveness of public schools in
America. Demographically, a major change during this period was a reversal of a decade-long
decrease in the number of children in the nation's schools. The smallest cohort in many years,
the birth cohort of 1975, passed through the school system and was followed by larger cohorts.
Thus, local, state, and federal policies responsive to decreasing school populations in the early
1980s had to be superseded by policies responsive to an increasing population. For individual
schools and districts, these policies relate to opening and closing schools and changing from
reductions in the teaching force to expansions to match increasing numbers of students. State
education agencies were faced with considerations of consolidating districts where population-
fell and creating new districts where populations rose.

Local districts juggled the grade-level spans of their schools io match both changing
percentages of younger and older students and changing views on the appropriateness of separate
schools for children at various stages of preadolescence and adolescence. Competing factors
affected school board decisions to create junior high schools or middle schools and which grades
to include in these schools.

This was also a period of continuing ethnic shifts in the American population, especially with
a growing Hispanic population, as well as a period of continuing attempts to promote raciai
desegregation in schools with federal initiieives such as the Magnet Schools Assistance Program.

,



Movements continued between regions of the country and between types of communities, with
the result that effective policies in one community might be inappropriate in another.

This period also started with great concern about declining test scores and graduation rates
and an erosion of expectations for what skills and achievements high school graduation should
imply (for example, Alexander and James' A Nation at Risk, 1983). This concern was
heightened by projections that the nation's supply of qualified teachers would become inadequate
to deal with the demands of the 1990s (Good and Hinkel 1983: Darling-Hammond 1984). At the
same time, there was growing awareness of challek.ges that many children face and the need to
provide special, individualized (but mainstreamed when possible) education programs for these
children.

Based on the combination of 5 years of objective data on virtually all of the nation's public
schools, this descriptive report provides a basic picture of tl.b public education system's response
to these changing demographic and political factors. It provides a baseline and historical
background for those who would evaluate trends in American public schools in the 1990s. While
the CCD does not provide answers to complicated policy questions, it does provide a background
for formulating policy research questions and for designing studies to find out how particular
interventions have worked in the context of the ever-changing schools and students in America.

In providing this descriptive background, the authors have found it necessary to go beyond
simple crosstabulations to avoid misleading conclusions. In some cases, widely recognized
derived statistics, such as a racial imbalance index, are used, and in other cases, breakdowrs of
statistics by different groupings of school districts are supplemented by tables that separate
effects that are correlated in the population. For example, small schools and rural schools tend in
many cases to be the same schools, and finding that small and rural schools have lower
stvlent/teacher ratios does not indicate which is the critical factorschool size or community
type. By adding tables that show the effect of each of these, holding the other constant, one can
find that school size, not community type, is the major correlate of student/teacher ratios.

The 1986-87 to 1990-91 data series were employed to examine changes in the nation's public
education system through both time-series analyses (which compare the population of schools in
one year to the population of schools in another year) and longitudinal analyses (which display
the number of schools that make particular changes from one year to another over the 5-year
period)) Time-series analyses permit assessment of overall changes in the picture of American
schools, but comparisons must be interpreted cautiously, noting that a slightly different set of
schools and district: are included each year. Longitudinal analyses, which ) )k at the same
school repeatedly, permit identification of the schools and districts that have undergone the
greatest changes. Both types of information can prove invaluable for policymakers, practitioners,
and researchers.

Most analyses in this report are for the 1987-88 to 1990-91 period rather than the 1986-87 to 1990-91 period.
Analyses in which the proportion of minority students (in a district or school) were employed as a descriptive factor
were restricted to the shorter period. This was due to the fact that racial-ethnic data were not incorporated Into the
CCD until 1987-88.

2
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Introduction

In one form or another, CCD data have been summarized in previous reports. However,
these data have not been used to examine in detail how our nation's schools have changed over a
5-year period. This report presents policy-relevant information about how the nation's education
system has changed from 1986-87 to 1990-91, to address the following questions:

How has the population served by public schools changed in size, and how have
school districts responded to the changes?

How have the grade structure and the program specialization of public schools
changed in response to changing needs?

How has the population served by schools changed in race-ethnicity?

How has the racial distribution of students within school districts changed?

How have student/teacher ratios changed?

The sizes of changes from 1986-87 to 1990-91 and the types of schools and districts in which
change was the greatest are identified and described.

Data Sources and Procedures

The major source of data used to address the above questions was the school and agency files
contained on the CD-ROM, CCD, Common Core of Data, 1986/87 1991/92, developed by
CTMG Publishers for the National Center for Education Statistics, Office of Educational
Research and Improvement, U.S. Department of Education. Information about socioeconomic
status (SES) was abstracted from the 1990 data collected by the U.S. Bureau of the Census
mapped by school district, as provided on the CD-ROM, School District Data Book Version 1.0,
June 1994. The resulting data set permits comparisons of schools and districts with respect to a
full set of student, district, and community characteristics. Data sources and procedures are
described in more detail in Appendix A.

Two types of procedures were used to analyze these data:

Comparisons of the measures of interest in schools, districts, and communities with
specific characteristics

Comparisons of these measures holding other factors constant

The first approar h is presented in the form of cross-tabulations of simple descriptive
statistics. For example, the proportion of Native American, Asian/Pacific Island, Hispanic, black
non-Hispanic, and white non-Hispanic children in schools and districts of different sizes are
presented on a year-by-year tasis. This allows for comparison between schools and districts of
different sizes and permits identification of how different kinds of districts and schools have
changed over time.

1 U
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The second approach shows the impact of each individual district (or school) factor on the
dependent measure being discussed (such as student/teacher ratios or racial balance measure=',
districts (or schools) that are similar on other factors. This type of multivariate analysis indicates
how simple two-way relationships between variables (e.g., student/teacher ratios and district
metropolitan status) can be better explained by taking other factors into account (e.g., district
size). The utility of the multivariate analyses for providing a more complete understanding of the
'me relationships among the variables presented in this report is illustrated in table 5.9. This
table shows the differing results tliat can be obtained through the use of simple bivariate and
multivariate analyses: Although the bivariate results in this table, displayed in the column labeled
"student/teacher ratio (1987-88)," show a positive relationship between student/teacher ratios and
metropolitan status, the multivariate data, displayed in the column labeled "equated mean ratio
(1987-88)," show a different relationship between these variables. This is due to the fact that
although the bivariate results combine both direct and indirect relationships between these two
variables, the multivariate analyses remove the indirect relationships that are due to mutual
correlations with other factors by taking simultaneously into account the effects of a number of
variables believed to be relevant to variations in student/teacher ratios. Thus, while the bivariate
analysis suggests a simple positive relationship between these two variables, the multivariate
analysis indicates that this result is really an artifact of the relationship between district size, the
percentage of minority students, the percentage of students in poverty, and district urbanicity.
The multivariate analysis shows that when the relationship between all of these related variables
and student/teacher ratios are considered simuaaneously, districts in urban/central cities have the
lowest student/teacher ratios rather than the highest.

In most cases, the data presented in this report are weighted by the number of students in the
reporting entity. For example, table 3.1 indicates that 69.3 percent of public school students in
regular districts in 1987/88 were white non-Hispanic. Since this recelt weighted by the
number of students, it means that 69.3 percent of the total s.taient enrollment in these types of
districts were white. Adding up the proportions of white students in each district and dividing by
the number of districts would produce a different result. In some cases, there are reasons for
presenting data weighted at the district level. For example, racial imbalance measures are a
characteristic of a districtof interest is how this measure has changed for the average district,
irrespective of the district's enrollment. These tables are clearly indicated in the report.

Types of districts studied. Policymakers, practitioners, and researchers recognize a
tremendous heterogeneity between different schools and districts within the United States. The
problems and characteristics of schools and districts outside of the 50 states and the District of
Columbia further increase this diversity. Since the demographic composition, governance
structures, and student populations of these education systems is quite different from those of the
50 states and D.C., they were excluded from analyses.'

2 Many of the issues being addressed are also of lesser relevance in the noncontinental commonwealths and trust
territories (e.g., desegregation trends in Guam and Puerto Rico). Since the inclusion of noncontinental commonwealths
and trust territories could skew results, schools and districts outside of the 50 states and the District of Columbia were
excluded.
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In nearly all cases, analyses were also restricted to what are commonly called "regular"
school districts. Districts that are administrative centers, regional education service agencies, or
state or federally operated institutions serving special needs populations were excluded from
analyses. "Regular" districts comprised 92 percent of all school districts and served 99 percent
of the public school student population. It was felt that the inclusion of other than regular school
districts might skew results.

District and community variables. The district variables included in this report are the
enrollment of the districts, the teachers, and the types of students they enroll. These student
variables include the percentages of children who live in poverty (an indicator of district SES)
and the percentages of children who are minority. The community measure employed is the type
(metro status) of the community in which the district is located (i.e., urban, suburban, or rural).
More detailed descriptions of the variables, and other terms used in this report, are included in
Appendix A.

Types of schools studied. All schools in regular school districts were included in these
analyses, including regular schools, special education schools, vocational education schools, and
alternative education schools. (Magnet schools and specialty schools were included if they were
in regular school districts. However, they might have been classified as alternative, regular, or
vocational schools, depending on their theme, their instructional approach, and the judgment of
the person responsible for classifying schools.) Results are generalizable to the universe of
public schools in districts that were classified as regular school districts and to the students
attending these schools.

School and community variables. The variables used to categorize schools, and that are
used as controls in the multivariate analyses included in this report, are school enrollment; grade
range; school type (regular, special education, vocational education, or alternative education);
and the percentage of minority children. The community measure employed is the type (locale)
of the community in which the school is located (i.e., large city, mid-size city, urban fringe of
large city, urban fringe of mid-size city, large town, small town, and rural). Detailed descriptions
of these variables, and other terms used in this report, are also included in Appendix A.

Organizhtion of This Report

This report presents findings in five sections, based on the major questions listed in the
introduction. The background descriptive information presented in each section raises many
questions that are beyond the scope of the Common Core of Data to answer in itself, and some of
these questions are included at the end of each section. Tables containing supplementary
analyses and elaborations of the methodologies employed are presented in Appendix B.
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1 How Did Public School District Enrollments Change
From 1986-87 to 1990-91?

Overview

Public elementary and secondary school enrollment in America increased from about 25
million students in 1929-30 to a high mint of 46 million in 1971-72, before decreasing to slightly
fewer than 40 million in the mid-1980s. During the same interval, the number of school districts
in the country decreased dramatically from 127,531 in 1931-32 (U.S. Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare 1966) to 71,094 in 1951-52; 17,995 in 1971-72; and 17,051 in 1986-87
(National Center for Education Statistics 1978, 1993). Over the greatest part of the 20th century,
the number of public school districts has declined, independent of rises and falls in enrollment.
Has this tendency for consolidation continued in the last half of the 1980s? As Chambers (1981)
points out, the increased costs of bureaucratization can outweigh savings associated with
economies of scale. Certain districts (such as the City of Chicago School District and the Los
Angeles Unified School District) are considering or have implemented major restructuring:
decentralizing control and possibly splitting into several new school districts. To begin to study
school district policy in the latter half of the 1980s, it is necessary to know where enrollments
have risen and fallen and where numbers of school districts have increased and decreased.

Public elementary and secondary schools in the United States are governed, for the most part,
by elected school boards; each board presides over a local school district, or to use the official
term, "Local Education Agency" (LEA)! A large percentage of decisions affecting schools are
generally made at the district level, such as teacher hiring and promotion, curriculum materials
acquisition, scheduling, and capital expenditures. The district is the major administrative unit
reporting information for the CCD, aggregating data from the schools it manages. The CCD
includes a small number of districts as administrative units that have no directly associated
schools. However, in the tables in this report, data are limited to regular school districts (i.e..
state-operated and federally operated districts serving special needs populations, regional
education service agencies, and administrative districts were excluded).

Summary of Findings

From 1986-87 to 1990-91, the number of students enrolled in regular public school
districts increased by more than one million (about 3 percent).

Over the same time period, the number of regular school districts in the country
continued to decline at a slow rate.

In 1990-91, over half of the regular school districts in the nation served fewer than 1,000
students. Only 7 percent of the students in the United States were enrolled in these small
districts.

3 The term "district" will be used in place of "Local Education Agency (LEA)" in this report.
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From 1986-87 to 1990-91, the number of students in predominantly (at least 80 percent)
white non-Hispanic school districts decreased; the number and proportion of students in
other districts increased. By 1990.91, three fifths of the minority public school students
in the country were in districts that were predominantly (at least 50 percent) minority.

The most common type of change in a district's grade structure (from year to year) is the
addition of prekindergarten classes, followed by the elimination of prekindergarten
classes.

Changes in grade structure that did not involve the addition or deletion of
prekindergarten classes were a function of district size. Most changes occurred in the
smallest districts; no changes occurred in the largest districts.

Detailed Description of Findings

Changes in numbers of public school districts and in numbers of students. In 1990-91,
America had 40,894,656 elementary and secondary students in 15,358 regular school districts (an
average of 2,663 students per district).4 Most public school districts served children in grades
kindergarten through 12 as shown in table 1.1, although there were also many separate
elementary and secondary school districts. As shown in this table, data on grade span were not
available in the Common Core of Data for all regular school districts during this period,
sometimes because all of their schools were reported as "ungraded"; and some districts (e g.,
ranch schools) reported no student enrollment in some years. In view of the possibility Clac
reductions in numbers of school districts might represent consolidations (for example, of
elementary and secondary districts to create unified districts), it is of interest that the numbers of
elementary, secondary, and unified school districts serving all grades declined during the last half
of the 1980s.

Table 1.1 Number of re ar districts servin students at different rade levels: 1986-87 tt 1990-91
MINIONMIN111.13111,211111111

Grade Levels Served
Number of

Districts Elementary Secondary Unified Unknown No Students

1986-87 15,713 3,738 650 10,991 117 217
1987-88 15,577 3,728 628 10,778 168 275
1988-89 15,376 3,709 609 10,719 144 195

1989-90 15,367 3,687 604 10,726 118 232
1990-91 15,358 3,653 592 10,672 71 370

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91.

In addition to the 15,358 regular school districts (NCES types 1 and 2), there were 1,336 other administrative
units classified as distracts in the Common Core of Data in 1990-91, with a total enrollment of 490,786.
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Changes in Enrollment

Enrollment sizes vary widely between school districts. Ac shown in table 1.2, over half of
the districts in 1990-91 (53.8 percent) had fewer than 1,000 students each, while only about one-
tenth (10.5 percent) had more than 5,000 students. On the other hand, as shown in table 1.3,
those small districts (with fewer than 1,000 students each) only enrolled about 7 percent of the
nation's students in 1990-91, while the large districts (with more than 5,000 students each)
enrolled nearly two-thirds (62.3 percent) of the students. This wide variation in the enrollment
size of school districts is primarily a result of the variation in populatLa density throughout the
nation; however, it has implications for the kinds of general resources that can be made available
to teachers and the kinds of procedures that must be implemented to manage the teaching
process. Therefore, trends in the sizes of districts, as well as trends in the overall number of
students, are of interest.

A comparison of the numbers of students and districts from 1987-88 to 1990-9 i shows that
while the number of students rose by 3 percent over this period, the number of regular school
districts fell by about 1.4 percent.5 The decline in the number of school districts continued the
long-term trend, which had been interrupted in the early 1980s.6 The increase in total enrollment
from 1987-88 to 1990-91 represents a continuation of the longer-term trend of increasing school
enrollment, after the 15-year interruption between 1971 and 1986.

Table 1.2 Percenta es of "e lar districts in different size cate ones: 1986-87 to 1990-91
MIMPENIMINI

Number r f
Districts

Size
0
999

1,000
4.999

5,000 -
9,999

10,000
and over

1986-87 15,713 55.0 34.9 6.1 4.0
1987-88 15,577 54.8 35.1 6.0 4.1

i988 -89 15,376 54.4 35.4 6.0 4.2
1989-90 15,367 53.9 35.8 6.0 4.3
1990-91 15,358 53.8 35.7 6.1 4.4

NOTE: Totals may not add to 100 percent due to rounding error.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91

Over the period from 1986-87 to 1990-91, the decrease in the number of districts was almost
entirely among small districts. As shown in table 1.2, the percentage of regular districts that had
fewer than 1,000 students fell by more than 1 percent, which translates into a drop of about 270
small districts. Although some districts may have discontinued operation because of a lack of
students in the geographic area they served, others either increased in size and were reclassified

5 This report focuses on regular school districts. The Common Core of Data also collects information on
administrative units that overlap regular school districts.

6 The total number of operating school districts fell from 16,768 in 1971-72 to 15,538 in 1981-82, so there was a
small increase in the number of districts during the first half of the 1980s. SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education.
(1983). The Condition of Education.- 1983 Edition. Washington, D.C.: National Center for Education Statistics,
table 1.8).
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into a larger size category or, more commonly, were consolidated or combined with another
district to create a larger new or continuing district.

Consolidation, as well as population growth in denser areas, led to an increase in the number
of districts that had 10,000 students or more. The figures in table 1.2 indicate an increase of 46
between 1986-87 and 1990-9: in the number of these very large districts (from 633 to 679),
which represents a 7 percent increase. As shown in table 1.3, this was matched by a 6 percent
increase in the number of students in districts with 10,000 or more students. It is not the case
that enrollment increased by 6 percent in each of these districts, but rather that enrollment
increased by a (small) amount sufficient to place 46 additional districts in this category.

Table 1.3 Percents es of students in re lar districts b district size: 1986-87 to 1990.91

Number of
Students

Size
0-
999

1,000
4.999

5,000
9.999

10.000
and over

1986-87 39.590,731 7.4 31.7 16.6 45.3
1987-88 39,657,272 7.4 31.4 16.4 44.7
1988-89 39,785,034 7.4 31.1 16.1 45.4
1989-90 40,241304 7.3 31.1 16.0 45.7
1990-91 40,894,656 7.1 30.6 15.9 46.4

NOTE: Totals may not add to 100 perm due to rounding error.

SOURCE: U S Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91

District metropolitan status. School districts are associated with particular geographic
areas, many with boundaries coinciding roughly or exactly with city boundaries. However, some
cities have several districts within their boundaries, and many districts in rural areas span wide,
oflan sparsely populated areas. Are increases in enrollment primarily found in urban districts,
suburban districts, or non-IVISA districts? Are consolidations of districts more frequent in non-
MSA districts than in urban or suburban districts? The first question is addressed in tables 1.4
and 1.5, which show the distrih"tion of urban, suburban, and rural districts. Large school
districts tend to be in central cities. Roughly one-quarter of the nation's students are in the 3.8
percent of the nation's school districts that are in central cities; almost one-half of the students
are in the 36 percent of districts that are in other cities and metropolitan areas; and the final
quarter are in the 60 percent of districts that are in small towns or rural areas.

Very little change in the relative percentages of districts in urban, suburban, or rural settings
occurred between 1987-88 and 1990-91, suggesting that consolidations were not specific to a
particular setting. As noted above, most districts that consolidated were small; however, the
small districts that consolidated were not, as might have been cenjectured, primarily in small
towns and rural areas.
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Table 1.4 Perceata es of re lat.....aicts with different metro olitan status: 1987-88 to 1990.91

Metropolitan status
Number of Urbanl Suburban/ Rural
Districts central cities metropolitan (non-MSA)

1987-88 15,577 3.8 36.4 59.8
1988-89 15,376 3.8 36.3 59.9
1989-90 15,367 3.8 36.2 60.0
1990-91 15,358 3.9 36.3 59.9

NOTE: Totals may not add to 100 percent due to rounding error.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990.91

Table 1.5 Percentages of students and average enrollment size in regular districts, by metropolitan status:
1987-88 to 1990-91

Number of
Students

Urban./
central cities

Percent Size

Metropolitan status
Suburban/

metropolitan

Percent

Rural
non-M5AL_

Size Percent Size

1987-88 39.657,272 27.3 18,180 46.8 3,278 25.8 1,100
1988-89 39,785,034 27.3 18,531 46.9 3.342 25.9 1,117

1989-90 40,241,704 27.1 18.612 47.1 3,410 25.9 1,128

1990 -9 40.894,656 27.0 18,574 47.4 3,479 25.6 1,138

NOTE: Totals may not add to 100 percent due to rounding error.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986.87 to
1990-91.

The growth in enrollment between 1987-88 and 1990-91, as shown in table 1.5, was
primarily in suburban-metropolitan areas. Based on the percentages in table 1.5, the enrollment
in these districts increased by about 800,000 over these 3 years, compared to about 200,000 each
in central cities and rural-small town areas. The average enrollment in a school district in the
suburban category rose from 3,278 in 1987-88 to 3,479 in 1990-91 (a 6 percent increase). In
contrast, the average enrollment in central city (2 percent) and rural-small town districts (3
percent) grew little during this period. During this time, districts in the suburban areas, more
than others, were dealing with growing enrollments and the space and staff allocation problems
created as a result.
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Racial-ethnic composition. Slightly more than 30 percent of students in public elementary
and secondary schools in the United States are members of minority groups (see table 3.1).
These students are not distributed uniformly across districts, however. As shown in table 1.6,7
roughly half of the districts had fewer than 5 percent minority students in 1990-9I, and nearly 10
percent had 50 percent or more minority students. The combined percentages in these extreme
categories increased during the 1987-88 to 1990-91 period from 57.4 percept to 60.9 percent.
Thus, whatever the progress in within-district desegregation during this period, the gap between
districts may have widened slightly.

Table 1.6 Percentages of regular districts in different racial-ethnic composition categories: 1987-88 to
1990-91

Number of Districts
in Anal sis 0% - < 59'0

Percent Minority

.41.=%12MIZMI,

5% - < 20% 20% - 50% 50% and over

1987-88 15,162 48.5 27.8 14.7 8.9

1988-89 15,066 47.3 28.6 15.1 9.1

1989-90 15,049 48.6 27.3 14.8 9.3

1990-91 14,969 51.3 23.9 15.2 9.6

NOTE. Totals may not add to 100 percent due to rounding error.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91

On the other hand, the resuAs in table 1.6 do not account for differences in district sizethey
give equal weight to large and small districts. A more important question concerns the number
of students attending schools in districts with the highest and lowest concentrations of minority
students (table 1.7). Students were roughly eveniy split ac:oss the four levels of minority
percentage defined in tables 1.6 and 1.7. However, the same was not true of minority
studentsmost were in districts in which white non-Hispanic students were minority enrollment.
In fact, three-fifths of minority regular public school students in America were in districts in
which 5O percent or more of the students were minorities. This imbalance is discussed in greater
detail in chapter 3.

The numbers of students and districts included in the analysis for these and other tables differ from the total
number of districts because some variables were undefintd. for example. in the case of tables 1.5 and 1.6, the
percent minority was undefinable for districts with no students.

12
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Table 1.7- Percentages of students, and of minority students, in regular districts, by district minority
concentrations: 1987-88 to 1990.91

Number of Students
in Analysis

Percent Minority in Districts

0% - < 546 5% < 20% 20% - < 50% 50% and over

All students
1987-88 39,645,526 22.8 26.8 24.8 25.6
1988-89 39,774,504 21.6 27.0 25.5 26.0
1989-90 40.231,972 22.0 26.3 25.6 26.2
1990-91 40,889,306 22.0 25.1 26.0 26.9

Minority students
1987-88 12.117,820 1.7 9.7 61.6
I988 -89 12,345,411 1.6 9.5 27.2 61.6
1989-90 12,654,210 1.6 9.4 27.3 61.7
1990-91 13,115,468 1.5 9.8 27.2 62.5

NOTE: Totals may not add to 100 percent due to rounding error.

SOURCE: U S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91.

Socioeconomic status (percentage of school-age children in poverty: 1990). The
prevalence of poverty in a school district can be measLred by the percentage of children who are
reported as eligible for participation in the federal free or reduced-price school lunch program.
The distribution of poverty between districts is shown in table 1.8, which indicates very little
change in the relative number of districts in which poverty was prevalent between 1986-87 and
1990-91.

Table Lb- Percentages of regular districts in different SES (percentage of population in poverty)
categories: 1986-87 to 1990-91'

Number of Districts
in Anal sis

Percentage of School-Age Children in Poverty: 1990

0% - < 5% 5% - < 15% 15% - < 25% 25% and over

1986-87 15,266 11.4 38.7 29.2 20.7
1987-88 15,232 11A 38.7 29.1 20.8
1988-89 15,272 11.4 38.7 29 1 :.;) 8
1989-90 15,367 11.4 38.7 29.2 20.7
1990-91 15,234 11.4 38.6 2 4 2 2o.,:.

111191.031MW.r4
a Only districts for which SES data were available are included in these analyses.

NOTE: Totals may not add to 100 percent due to rounding error.

SOURCE: U.S Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91. U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. S "hocl Data Rook Version 1 0, lime 1094.

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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During this 5-year period, student enrollments reached their lowest point during the 1987-88
school year, and increased by L2 million by 1990-91. However, as can be inferred from table
1.9, which shows the percentages of students in districts with varying degrees of poverty, this
increase in the numbers of students was almost entirely found in districts with less than 25
percent of students eligible for the free or reduced-price school lunch program. Districts having
between 5 and 15 percent of the students eligible were the districts in which the greatest
enrollment increases occurred.

Table 1.9 Percentages of students in regular districts, by district SES (percentage of population in
poverty): 1986 -87 to 1990 -91'

Number of Students
Percentage of School-Age Children in Poverty: 1990

in Analysis 0% - < 5% 5% - < 15% 15% - < 25% 25% and over

1986-87 39.590,731 10.6 34.4 27.5 27.5
1987-88 39,497,467 10.7 34.4 27.5 27.4
1988-89 39,741,340 10.8 34.5 27.6 27.1

1989-90 40,241,704 10.8 34.8 27.7 26.8
1990-91 40,882,320 10.9 34.9 27.7 26.6

a Only districts for which SES data were available are included in these analyses.

NOTE: Totals may not add to 100 percent due to rounding error.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91; U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. School Data Book Version 1.0, June 1994

Trends in grade structures of school districts. School districts serve different grades, but
they generally serve the same grades from year to year even though they may change the
distributions of grades among schools to accommodate changing birth rates and in- and out-
migration. An examination of the Common Core of Data from 1987-88 to 1990-91 indicates that
the most frequent grade-level changes at the school-district level occurred in the addition of
prekindergarten classes. As shown in table 1.10, over 3 percent of districts added
prekindergarten from 1987-88 to 1988-89. In each of the following 2 years, the percentage
increased, and by 1990-91, more than 6 percent of school districts added prekindergarten.'

The grade span of a district is defined in CCD as the range from the lowest to the highest
grade in which students are enrolled in a school in the district. It might be asked whether these
changes in grade span merely reflected changing enrollments in small districtsfor example, in
some years, there were 4- or 5-year-olds in the district, and in other years, there were not. To
address this question, percentages excluding districts with fewer than 100 students are also
shown in table 1.10. The addition of prekindergarten appears to be as frequent in larger districts
as in the very smallest districts.

It should be noted that CCD data for 1986-87 included substantially more districts reported as serving
prekindergarten. Those data are not included in the table because of concern over their validity. Also, it should be
:ioted that in a small number of districts for s'me years the reported low grade and high grade were "00." Those
jistricts are counted as "no change" in these analyses.
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The addition of prekindergarten to the scope of public elementary and secondary school-
district responsibility was not a consistent trend during the late 1980s, however. In each of the 3
years shown in table 1.10, about 3 percent of the districts reported that they discontinued
responsibility for prekindergarten.

The next most frequent grade-span change involved kindergarten. However, as shown in
table 1.11, unlike the prekindergarten changes, the additions and deletions of kindergarten were
limited mainly to small school districts (those with fewer than 1,000 students). Between 1 and 2
percent of the small districts added kindergarten each year, and roughly the same number
dropped kindergarten. By comparing the numbers of districts adding or deleting kindergarten
with the numbers of students in those districts (fewer than 1 percent of all students in small
districts), one can infer that the schools that made these changes tended to b.t among the smallest
in the small districts (table 1.12). That is, many of the changes in offering kindergarten may have
been made in response to the number of 5-year olds in the community. Finally, except in small
districts, there were very few other changes in grade span, such as changes that would occur if an
elementary and secondary district combined to create a unified district.

Table 1.10- Percentages of districts and students in districts that made grade-span changes: 1987-88 to
1990-91

Grade-Span Change

Number of Cases Added Added Deleted Deleted No Other
in Anal ,sis KG reKG KG reKG Change Change

Total

Percentages of districts
1987-88 to 1988-89 15,334 1.1 3.5 0.9 2.9 88.9 2.8
1988-89 to 1989-90 15,272 1.1 5.4 0.9 2.4 87.5 2.6
1989-90 to 1990-91 15,234 0.9 6.8 0.8 3.1 85.8 2.6

Percentages of students
1987-88 to 1988-89 39,954,000 0.2 3.6 0.1 2.2 93.9 0.2
1988-89 to 1989-90 39,740,000 0.1 7.0 0.0 1.6 91.0 0.2
1989-90 to 1990-91 40.210.000 0.1 6.5 0.1 4.1 88.9 0.2

Excluding districts with fewer than 100 students

Percentages of students
1987-88 to 1988-89 13,456 0.4 3.8 0.2 3.1 91.9 0.7
1988-89 to 1989-90 13,451 0.3 6.0 0.1 2.6 90.2 0.7
1989-90 to 1990-91 11,409 0.2 7.5 0.2 3.4 88.1 0.8

Percentages of students
1987-88 to 1988-89 39,947,000 0.2 3.6 0.0 2.2 93.9 0.2
1988-89 to 1989-90 39,680,000 0.1 7.0 0.0 1.6 91.0 0.2
1989-90 to 1990-91 40,150,000 0.1 6.5 0.1 4.2 88.9 0.2

NOTE Totals may not add to 100 percent due to rounding error.

SOURCE: U S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91.
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Table 1.11- Percents es of cllgstrictes by 1

Size

0 999

Grade-Span Change

Number of Districts Added Added Deleted Deleted Na Other
in Analysis KG EreKG KG preKG Chanje Change

1987-88 to 1988-89 8,326 1.8 3,3 1.5 3.1 85.0 5.0
1988-89 to 1989-90 8,277 1.8 4.5 1.7 2.7 84.8 4.6
1989-90 to 1990-91 8,157 1.5 6.6 1.3 3.0 83.0 4.6

1,000 - 4,999
1987-88 to 1988-89 5,437 0.3 3.6 9.2 2.4 93.4 0.3

1988-89 to 1989-90 5,421 0.3 6.2 0.1 2.1 91.1 0.2
1989-90 to 1990-91 5,493 0.2 7.0 0.2 3.1 39.2 0 4

5,000 9,999
1987-88 to 1988-89 936 0.2 3.5 0.0 1.8 94.3 0.1

1988-89 to 1989-90 923 0.2 6.9 0.0 2.3 90.4 0.2
1989-90 to 1990-91 924 0.1 7.9 0.0 3.3 88.4 0.3

10,000 and over
1987-88 to 1988-89 635 0.2 4.6 0.0 2.7 92.6 0.0
1988-89 to 1989-90 65I 0.0 10.0 0.0 1.4 88.6 0.0
1989-90 to 1990-91 660 0.2 6.5 0.2 4.7 88.5 0.0

NOTE: Totals may not add to 100 percent due to rounding error.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91

16
3 1



Changes in Enrollment

Table 1.12- Percenta es of students in districts that made rade-s an cban es b size: 1987.88 to 1990.91

Grade-Span Change

Students (Millions) Added Added Deleted Deleted No Other
in Analysis KG .reKG KG preK 3 Change Sam_

0 - 999
1987-88 to 1988-89
1988-89 to 1989-90
1989-90 to 1990-91

2.91 0.6 3.8 0.2 3.9 90.5 1.1

2.92 0.3 5.8 0.2 3.1 89.6 1.0

2.90 0.2 8.0 0.2 3.6 86.9 1.1

1,000 4,999
1987-88 to 1988-89
1988-89 to 1989-90
1989-90 to 1990-91

12.39 0.2 3.4 0.2 2.5 93.5 0.3

12.36 0.3 6.2 0.1 2 I 91.0 0.3
12.51 0.1 7.3 0.1 3.0 89.0 0.3

5,000 9,999
1987-88 to 1988-89
1988-89 to 1989-90
1989-90 to 1990-91

6.50 0.2 3.6 0.0 1.7 94.5 0.1

6.40 0.2 7.0 0.0 1.3 90.3 0.2
6.41 0.1 8.1 0.0 3.4 88.0 0.4

10,000 and over
1987-88 to 1988-89
1988-89 to 1989-90
1989-90 to 1990-91

17.74 0.1 3.6 0.0 1.9 94.5 0.0
18.05 0.0 7.7 0.0 0.8 91.3 0.0
18.39 0.2 5.2 0.1 5.3 89.4 0.0

NOTE: Totals may not add to 100 percent due to rounding error.

SOURCE. U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986.87 to
1990-91.

Questions for Further Research

Examination of Common Core of Data results both longitudinally and as a time-series across
the 5-year period from 1986-87 to 1990-91 reveals some clear patterns in American public
education, and at the same time raise questions about the causes and the effects of changes that
occurred over this period.

In 1987-88, enrollment in American public elementary and secondary schools reached a 20-
year low, awl enrollments rose by 3 percent between 1987-88 and 1990-91. At the same time,
the number of school districts declined slightly, resulting in the rise in average enrollment in
existing school districts. The growth in average enrollment was largest ia suburban metropolitan
school diEtricts-over 6 percent. This leads one to wonder:

At what point will rising enrollments fill in the empty desks that rePulted from 15 years of
declining enrollment and bring into play pressures for building new schools and adding
teachers?
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In terms of consolidation of school districts, the number of small districts continued to
decline, and the number of very large districts increased. During this period, one pattern of
consolidation, combinations of separate elementary and secondary districts into unified districts,
did not appear to be prevalent. In fact, the number of unified districts also declined. One is led
to consider:

Is there an ine-)itable process of attrition of small districts as the needs for more
sophisticated education equipment, materials, and communication technology increase?

In terms of demographics, the percentages of districts serving either fewer than 5 percent
minorities or more than 50 percent minorities increased slightly between 1987-88 and 1990-91.
(Issues concerning trends in racial balance and interracial exposure are examined in chapter 3.)

Is separation between white non-Hispanic students and minority students increasing, or is
this trend merely a characteristic of school districts as an administrative reporting unit?

Finally, in each year from 1987-88 to 1990-91, many school districts, large and small, either
added or deleted prekindergarten. Because policies on including prekindergarten children in
public schools remain variable, one wonders:

Is this an artifact of reporting, or are many districts experimenting with the addition of
prekindergarten programs to their public school systems?

The fact that substantial numbers of districts appear to have deleted prekindergarten each year
suggests that such experiments may not always have been successful. If so:

What factors are related to choices to add prekindergarten and choices to retain it, once
added?
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2 How Has the Specialization of Schools, by Grade Levels
and Program Type, Changed?

Overview

Although school districts constitute an important administrative unit, the most important
organization of instruction occurs at the school level. School organization reflects many factors,
including the following:

ages of the populations served

policy on separate middle grade schools for early adolescent students

policy on school size

policy on separate schools focusing on special education, vocational education, and other
alternatives (i.e., magnet schools)

constraints on school size (e.g., existing buildings, capital budgets)

Several current education reforms and models are concerned with specializationthat is, the
delivery of services to particular groups of students based on commonalities of ages, interests,
needs, and/or abilities. Certain outcomes of these reform effortschanges in the numbers of
students receiving special services or attending special schools, and changes in the numbers of
special schoolscan be directly determined by information available in the CCD Surveys.
Similarly, the types of school districts that have undergone the greatest changes in these areas can
be identified.

Grade-Level Specialization

As a reform, grade-level specialization is manifested through reform efforts such as the
middle school movement. Its origins have been attributed to an earlier reform introduced in the
early 1900sthe establishment of junior high schools to prevent eighth-grade dropouts and to
prepare students for the semiskilled occupations of the day. By 1971, 31.4 percent of the
nation's public schools were junior high schools (U.S. Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare 1971). However, as early as the 1930s, junior high schools were criticized as a failed
reform, and by the 1960s, a new wave of policy talk encouraged the development of schools
more sensitive to the needs of early adolescents (especially sixth graders). These newer schools,
called middle schools, recognized the fact that preadolescents were very different from
adolescents, and these middle schools were intended to respond to the diversity of needs of 10- to
14-year-olds (Cuban 1992). City school systems rapidly adopted this reform; the number of
grades 5-8 and 6-8 schools rose from fewer than 11 before 1960 to 5,466 in 1987 (Alexander and
McEwin 1989).
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In spite of the belief that the increase in the prevalence of middle schools was catalyzed by an
inability of junior high schools to serve the needs of early adolescents, both the typical junior
high school (grades 7-9) and the typical middle schools (grades 5-8 and 6-8) serve populations
that consist primarily or exclusively of early adolescents. There is no firm agreement about what
grade ranges should be served by these separate middle grade schools.9 Building on the middle
school principle of trying to meet the special needs of young adolescents, schools with grade
ranges consisting primarily or exclusively of young adolescents (between the ages of 10 and 15)
were identified. This enabled investigation of the proportions of young adolescents attending
separate middle grade schools, distinct from either elementary schools or high schools, and of the
prevalence and distribution of this type of school. For this report, schools whose lowest grade
was fourth or higher and whose highest grade was seventh, eighth, or ninth are referred to as
separate middle grade schools for early adolescents.'

To develop an indicator of the amount of grade-level specialization, the proportions of
students in specific grades that were attending these separate middle grade schools were
determined. The place of enrollment of seventh graders was chosen as a reference point because
in nearly every school district with separate middle grade schools, seventh graders attended those
schools. Using this indicator, one can ask: How have the proportions of seventh graders
attending schools that consist primarily or exclusively of young adolescents (and that do not
serve older students or very young students) changed over time? In the school classification
schema developed (see Appendix A, table 1), the seventh grade was included in over 98 percent
of the schools categorized as separate middle grade schools in 1990-91more than any other
grade.

CCD data were analyzed to answer the following questions:

How has the number of separate middle grade schools, as well as the number and
proportion of students enrolled in they- schools, changed over this time period?

How have the grade spans of separate middle grade schools changed over time?

What types of school districts are most likely to have separate middle grade schools?

9
The National Middle Schools Association prefers to define middle schools on the basis of the school's

educational philosophy. They maintain that middle schools are intended to serve young adolescentsthat is. youth
between the ages of 10-15and to support their healthy growth and development. Their criteria for determining
whether a school serving seventh-ninth graders should be considered as I middle school are programmatic and
philosophical rather than age-driven. SOURCE: National Middle Schools Association. (1995). What is a Middle
School? Columbus, Ohio: Author.

10 Our categorization of schools is intended only for reporting the prevalence of districts in which there are
separate middle grade schools for early adolescent students. Both junior high schools (which are included in this
category) and middle schools (as conceptualized by education reformers) represent grade-level specialization.
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How prevalent are changes in schools' grade structures?

In what kinds of districts are these changes most likely to occur?

Methodology

Schools were categorized as elementary, middle, secondary, or combined based on the grade
range of students served. (See Appendix A for the classification schema.) Figure 2.1 identifies
the criteria employed. For example, a school serving a low grade between 4 and 7 and serving a
high grade b...tween 7 and 9 would be considered a separate middle grade school. Using this
definition, 15 percent of the nation's schools in regular districts in 1990-91 were separate middle
grade schools.

Figure 2.1 Classification of separate middle grade schools by grades served

Highest Grade
8 9

4

5

Lowest 6
Grade

7

8

9

Middle Middle Middle

Middle Middle Middle

Middle Middle Middle

Middle Middle Middle

Middle Middle

Middle

Analyses concerned with other changes in the grade structure of schools within a district used
a broad definition of change: Any change in the grade range of students served meant that the
school had changed its grade span. This definition included both relatively minor changes, as
from K-5 to K-6 as well as major restructuring, such as 7-9 becoming 7-12. To distinguish these
types of changes, the term "grade-structure change" was developed to refer to any school that
changed from one type (e.g., elementary, secondary, middle, or other) to another.

Summary of Findings

The proportion of students attending separate middle grade schools for early adolescents
continued to increase from 1986-87 to 1990-91. In 1986-87, only 37.4 percent of sixth
graders and 81.6 percent of seventh graders enrolled in regular school districts attended
separate middle grade schools. By the 1990-91 school year, 45.4 percent of sixth graders
and 83.3 percent of seventh graders enrolled in regular school districts were attending
one of the nation's 12,411 separate middle grade schools.
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Whim .he number of schools with the prototypical junior high school grade range (7-9)
decreased by 20 percent from 1986-87 to 1990-91, the number of schools with the
prototypical middle school grade range (6-8) increased by 23 percent.

During this time period, separate middle grade schools were more prevalent in large
school districts, which tend to be urban and suburban.

Separate middle grade schools were characteristic of the public school system (rather
than the private school system); there are virtually no private separate middle grade
schools (McLaughlin, O'Donnell, and Ries 1995).

The prevalence of separate middle grade schools was associated with district affluence
during the 3-year period studied. For example, the higher the SES of a district, the
higher was the proportion of seventh graders attending separate middle grade schools.

On average, over one-eighth (13 percent) of the nation's schools changed their grade
structure in some way each year. t or ex..wnple, from the 1989-90 school year to the
1990-91 school year, 11,501 (14 percent) of the schools in regular school districts
changed their grade structure. Nearly one-sixth (16 percent) of these changes were
major changes (such as changing from an elementary school to a separate middle grade
school).

Detailed Descriptior Findings

Changes in the numbers of separate middle grade schools. Separate middle grade schools
for early adolescents, as defined in this report, include schools labeled as junior high schools
(i.e., schools serving grades 7-9). The number of schools typically considered to be junior high
schools declined by 20 percent from 1986-87 to 1990-91 (from 2,182 to 1,601). Conversely, the
number of schools considered to be the prototypic middle school (i.e., schools serving grades 6-
8) increased by 23 percent (from 4,628 to 5,700) (see figure 2.2). The number of grade 5-8 and
grade 6-8 schools increased from the 5,466 in 1987-88 reported by Alexander and McEwin
(1989) to 6,890 in 1990-91an increase of 26 percent. Undoubtedly, these changes, moving
fifth and sixth grade classes out of elementary schools and ninth grades into high schools,
permitted some high schools to remain open that would otherwise have had to merge or close as
the high-school-age population declined during this period while simultaneously addressing the
problem of elementary school crowding as the population size of this age group grew.
Nonetheless, there is strong evidence of support for the middle school movement.
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Figure 2.2- Number of separate middle grade schools (1990-91) by grades served, and changes in their
numbers since 1986-87

Highest Grade
7 8

4 69 280 8
(-30) (-8) (+3)

5 102 1,190 16

(+2) (+53) (4)

Lowest 6 127 5,700 111
Grade +14 +1,072 -33

7 41 2,942 1,601
-23 -20 -581

8 35 130

(-7) 1-41)

9 59
(+2)

SOURCE: U S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91.

Changes in the proportion of seventh graders attending separate middle grade schools
for early adolescent students. The number and proportion of sixth, seventh, and eighth graders
enrolled in separate middle grade schools consistently increased, and the number and proportion
of ninth graders enrolled in separate middle grade schools consistently decreased from 1986-87
to 1990-91 (see table 2.1). From the 1986-87 school year to the 1990-91 school year, the
proportions of sixth and seventh graders enrolled in separate middle grade schools increased
from 37.4 and 81.6 percent, respectively, to 45.4 and 83.3 percent. On the other hand, the
proportion of ninth graders in separate middle grade schools declined from 19.8 percent to 14.5
percent.

Table 2.1- Number of separate middle grade schools and percentages of fifth through ninth graders
enrolled in these schools in lar districts: 1986-87 to 1990-91

1111111101W ANIIINIMMIIMIGIM=11111211IONII

Number of Percentage of 5th Percentage of 6th Percentage of 7th Percentage of 8th Percentage of 9th
Separate Graders Enrolled Graders Enrolled Graders Enrolled Graders Enrolled Graders Enrolled

Middle Grade in Separate Middle in Separate Middle in Separate Middle in Separate Middle in Separate Middle
Schools Grade Schools Grade Schools Grade Schools Grade Schools Grade Schools

1986-87 11,967 5.8 37.4 81.6 81.0 19.8
1987-88 11,896 6.1 39.3 81.8 81.2 18.3

1988-89 11,937 6.1 41.3 82.1 81.5 16.9
1989-90 12,141 6.1 43.6 82.8 82.1 15.5
1990-91 12,411 5.9 45.4 83.3 82.7 I4.5

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91.
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Separate middle grade schools for early adolescents were more prevalent in certain types of
regular school districts (see table 2.2). In the 1987-88 school year, the proportion of seventh
graders enrolled in separate middle grade schools in larger regular school districts (i.e., those
with district enrollments of at least 1,000 students) ranged from 80 to 90 percent. However, less
than one-third (30 percent) of seventh graders in small (under 1,000 students) school districts
were enrolled in separate middle grade schools. Smaller districts may simply lack sufficient
students or resources to justify the creation of new schools for a relatively small proportion of
their population.

Because characteristics such as size and urbanicity of school districts are correlated with each
other, it is impossible to disLern from simple crosstabulations which characteristics are directly
related to having a separate middle grade school for early adolescents and which characteristics
are merely indirectly related through their correlations with other factors. Therefore, multivariate
analyses, controlling for metropolitan stat'is, percentage of minority students (in 1987-88), and
SES (as measured in the 1990 U.S. Census") were conducted. These analyses hold all analytic
factors constant, except for the factor being investigated, and calculate the likelihood of seventh
graders being enrolled in separate middle grade schools among districts that were "average" on
all of the other factors. So, the equated mean percentage for districts with an enrollment of 0-999
is an estimate of what the percentage would be for districts of this size if variation due to indirect
relations, which in turn were due to other factors (e.g., average percent minority, SES, and
metropolitan status), were removed. Similarly, the change in the equated mean percentage for
districts of this size represents how much the likelihood of seventh graders being enrolled in
separate middle grade schools changed from 1987-88 to 1990-91 if variation due to factors other
size were eliminated.

The basic findings for 1987-88 reported above were unchangedthe larger the district, the
greater the proportion of seventh graders in separate middle grade schools. Once again, the
proportion of seventh graders in separate middle grade schools in the smallest districts was much
less than half the proportion in other districts. The growth in the proportion of students enrolled
in separate middle grade schools was highest in the smallest districts, whether or not controlling
for other district characteristics. These districts had the greatest potential for increases, and a
much larger proportion of their seventh graders were enrolled in other types of schools than in
the larger districts.

The percentage of children in poverty in a school district, taken from the 1990 U.S. Census, was the best
available indicator of poverty. Using this measure, each school district was categorized in the same way for each
year studied.
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Table 2.2- Changes in the percentages of seventh-grade students enrolled in separate middle grade schools
in reftular distr.isissla.e.Lendiff .t characteristics: 1987-88 to 1990.91

Percentage
Number of of 7th-Graders
7th-Grade Enrolled in Separate
Students Middle Grade

in Analysis Schools (1987-88)
Change in
Percentage

Equated
Mean

Percentage
(1982/8)

Equated Mean
Change in
Percentage

Overall 3,037,978 82.0 1.4 (t) (1)

District size (1987)
0 - 999 219,041 30.3 4.5 37.0 3.5
1,000 4,999 941,065 80.4 1.7 83.1 1.3

5,000 - 9,999 487,109 86.0 2.4 85.5 2.3
10,000 and over 1,390,763 89.8 0.4 67.1 0.9

Metropolitan status (1987)
Urban/central cities 793,680 88.5 0.3 86.4 1.1

Suburban/metropolitan 1,443,383 87.1 1.0 83.7 1 1

Rural 800,915 66.3 3.2 74.6 2.3

Percent minority (1987)
< 5% 681,717 68.4 2.5 75.1 1.5

5% - < 20% 771,105 86.6 1.3 84.9 1.2

20% - < 50% 789,869 87.9 1.4 85.5 1.6

50% and over 795,287 83.3 0.6 81.6 1.4

SES (% of school-age children in poverty: 1990)
0% - < 5% 325,942 89.1 1.1 89.2 1.4

,i% - < 15% 1,064,339 83.8 1.8 84.7 1.7

15% - < 25% 842,805 81.3 1.4 82.0 1.2

25% and over 804,892 77.5 1.1 75.4 1.2
11111111k 10114.
(t) Values for Overall "Equated Mean Percentag. (1987.88)" and "Equated Mean Change in Percentage" are omitted because
they are the same as the simple means. by definition.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91; U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School District Data Book Version 1.0, June
1994.

Separate middle grade schools were most prevalent in urban and suburban districts.
However, even in rural districts (in 1987-88); nearly two-thirds (66 percent) of seventh graders
were enrolled in separate middle grade schools. Controlling for other district characteristics
reduces the differences between proportions in the urban and rural districts. (This uncontrolled
difference is most likely due to the association between district size and the metropolitan status
of the community served by the district. For example, rural districts tend to have relatively few
pupils.) Nevertheless, even controlling for other factors, rural districts showed the greatest
increases in the proportions of their seventh graders enrolled in separate middle grade schools
over the 1987-88 to 1990-91 period.

Similarly, the proportion of seventh graders in separate middle grade schools in low (less
than 5 percent) minority districts reflected the associations between rural status, small size, and
low minority composition: The proportion of seventh graders in separate middle grade schools
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was lowest in the low minority districts. However, controlling for other characteristics only
reduced, rather than eliminated, this relationship. On the other hand, increases in the proportion
of seventh graders in separate middle grade schools were primarily found in districts with low
percentages of minorities, but controlling for other characteristics, there was no systematic
relation between percent minority and an increase in the likelihood of a separate middle grade
school.

Separate middle grade schools for early adolescents appeared to be an innovation most
strongly supported by the more affluent districts. For example, the proportion of seventh graders
enrolled in separate middle grade schools was largest in districts with low percentages of
students eligible for free sir reduced-price lunch. Even controlling for other district
characteristics, this relationship remained robust.

Changing schools into separate middle grade schools (as well as building new schools) is one
of the ways in which schoo districts deal with changes in the age distributions of their students
anu with educatie.n reform concerns. .S hoofs frequently change the grade levels of the students
they serve. For example, from 1986-87 to 1990-91, about one-eighth (12 percent) of all schools
in regular districts changed their grade span each year (see table 2.3).12 Many of these grade-span
changes occurred in small schools. Of the 9,672 schools that changed their grade spans from
1986-87 to 1987-88, ever one fifth (21 percent) had enrollments of less than 100.13 Undoubtedly,
some of these grade changes in the smaller schools represent cases in which schools simply
enrcsad no students in a grade for a given year. However, such organizational changes in larger
schools are quite unlikely.

Although many of these grade-span changes were comparatively minor (such as changing
front a K-6 school to a grades 1-6 school), about one-sixth of the changes were major. A major
change irivuives a transition from bcing an elementary, middle, secondary, or combined school to
another type of school. It should also be noted that seemingly minor changes (such as the
addition or elimination of prekindergarten and kindergarten programs) are changes with
significant impact on the local community.

Grade span is defined as the lowest and highest grade in which there are students enrolled in a school. It
reflects the grade range of students actually served rather than the range of grades that could be offered.

' Of the schools that did not change their grades structure over this time period, only 7 percent had enrollments
ot less than I(X)
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Table 2.3 Numbers and percentages of schools changing their grade-span structure in regular districts:
1986-87 to 1990-91

Number of Percentage of Percentage of Schools
Number of Schools Changing Schools Changing With Mcjoi Changes

Schools Grade Span Grade Span in Grade Span

1986-87 to 1987-1'8 78,999 9,672 12.2 2.0
1987-88 to 1988-89 79,109 9,194 11.6 1.8

1988-89 to 1989-90 79,133 9,885 12.5 2.0
1989-90 to 1990-91 79,611 10,480 13.1 2.1

SOURCE: U S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91.

From 1987-88 to 1990-91, 2,272 schools closed. Of the 78,000 schools in existence
throughout this period, about one-quarttr (23 percent) had a different grade span for the 1990-91
school year than they had in 1987-88 (see table 2.4).14 Many of the schools underwent grade-
span changes more than once during this period.

Changes in grade span were more likely to occur in schools in small districts (under 1,000
students) and in high minority or low SES districts, whether or not controlling for other district
characteristics. However, the differences were small. Overall, changes in grade span seem to be
pervasive and are relatively independent of district characteristics. The smallest districts would
be most likely to reflect changes due to having no students at a grade level in a given year.

Most of the 18,801 changes between 1987-88 and 1990-91 involved prekindergarten, kindergarten, or the
separations between elementary, middle, and senior grades. Five specific changes accounted for nearly two-thirds of
all changes: (I) 3,813 schools merely added prekindergarten and 1,385 schools discontinued it; and (2) 618 schools
added kindergarten and 582 discontinued it. At the elementary-to-middle transition, sixth grade was changing (3)
2,757 elementary schools dropped it as 843 separate middle grade schools added it. At the middle-to senior
transition. ninth grade was changing: (4) 544 middle or junior high schools dropped it as 412 senior high schools
added it. The only other change involving more than 500 schools at a level was: (5) 505 elementary/separate middle
grade schools dropped both seventh and eighth grades as 174 secondary schools added those grades.
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Table 2.4- Percentages of schools changing grade span in regular districts, as a function of district
characteriscs: 1987.88 to 1990-91

Number of
Schools

Percentage of
Schools Changing

Grade Soan

Equated
Mean Percentage

of Schools Changing
Grade Span

Overall 17,993 23.2 ( t )

:Jisuict ( I -/i)7/

0 - 999 14,131 25.2 26.1

26,471 23.4 24.4
5,000 - 9,941-) 11,220 20 3 20.7
10,000 and over 26,171 23.1 21.8

Metropontan sta'..1 !').
Urban/central cities 16,502 24.4 24.7

..aburivirdint (13pcl tan 32,628 21.9 22.7

Rural 28,863 24.0 23.2

Pc: (1?87
<5% 23,163 22.3 22.0

- < 20% 21,646 22 3 22.8
20% 17,398 2.1.8 24.4
30% and over 15,786 24.8 24.8

SES (% of school-age children in poverty: 1990)
0% - < 5% 7,822 20.9 22.0
5% < 15% 27,393 22.2 22.9
15% < 25% 22,635 23.7 23,7
25% and over 20,143 24.8 23.9

(t) The value for Overall "Equated Mean Percentage of Schools Changing Grade Span" is emitted because it is the same as the
simple mean, by definition.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91, U.S Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. School District Data Book Version 1.0. June
1994.

Program Specialization

The COD classifies schools as regular. special education, vocational education, or alternative
education. These classifications are discussed below.

ScIr ool Classifications

Special education. In the past decade, the number of students with Individualized Education
Plans (IEPs) has greatly increased. IEPs are prepared and mandated for students who are
identified as having special needs that cannot be fulfilled through regular education programs.
Special needs students include children with a range of disabilities including learning disabilities,
physical disabilities, and emotional disturbances. Since 1980, the number of high school
students with IEPs has more than doubled (Levine and Stevenson 1994). One way to meet this
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increased demand for special education services would be through the establishment of more
special education schools. However, the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA, P.L.
101-476) mandates that students eligible for special education services be educated in the least
restrictive environment. Underlying this law is the "mainstreaming" reform movement.
Mainstreaming refers to removing exceptional children from separate classes and institutions and
placing them in "the mainstream"that is, in regular classes and schools (Kaufman, Agard, and
Sernel 1986). Interpretations of "least restrictive environment" have been inconsistent and have
been challenged in several different courts. The impact of this law and practices employed in its
implementation were examined through CCD data dealing with the number of students with
IEPs, the number of students enrolled in special education schools, and the number of special
education schools.'

Vocational education. Vocational education, by definition, is c( ncerned with preparing
students for employment after high school graduation. With the shift towards a service-based
economy and projected growth in technological areas, the generic skills that must be taught to
enable high school graduates to succeed in the work force today are believed to be quite different
from those required in the past. The generic skill requirements of the nation's economy are
changing. Reading, quantitative, and computer skills appear to be important. However, in the
absence of agreement as to what the se generic skill requirements are, it is difficult for educators
to develop programs to teach these skills (Berryman 1993). Similarly, the need for higher-order
thinking skills is important, as are interpersonal skills. The Secretary's Commission on
Achieving Necessary Skills (SCANS) (1991) describes these abilities as working in teams,
teaching others new skills, serving customers, showing leadership, negotiating, and working with
diversity.

For these reasons, the practice of teaching specific employment skills has been questioned.
In the rapidly changing worl, place, the utility of a specific skill may be negligible, particularly
when generic skills are sof ighly valued. Accordingly, the value of specialized vocational
schools has been questioned. Additionally, with increased accountability pressures (that is,
evaluating districts on the proportion of graduates going to college), some districts are
discouraging vocational education options. Further contributing to the decline of vocational
education schools is competition within the public school system: Vocational programs are not
the sole domain of vocational schools. In the 1991-92 school year, there were 435 magnet
programs with vocational themes (Steel and Levine 1994), as well as many vocational course
offerings at regular schools." Since no CCD category for magnet schools exists, their
classification can be quite arbitrary. Given the stigma associated with vocational high schools, it

15 Nonregular school districzs (e.g., regional education service agencies state-operated institutions, and
supervisory union administrative centers1 include institutions that serve special education students. These kinds of
districts, which serve proportionally more students with IEPs than regular school districts, were excluded from the
tables and analyses discussed in this report. However, the net effect of their exclusion is slight. In 1987-88, 1.0
percent of the nation's students with IEPs were being served in nonregular districts; in 1988-89, 1.7 percent; in 1989-
90, 2,2 percent, and in 1990-91, 1.9 percent.

16
According to the 1990-91 Schools and Staffing Survey, 63.8 percent of schools serving 12th graders offered

vocational education in 1990-91 (Choy et al. 19931.
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seems reasonable to assume that many vocationally oriented magnet schools chose to classify
themselves as "regular" rather than "vocational" schools.

Alternative education. By holding schools and districts accountable for dropout rates,
pressures for developing and expanding alternative programs and schools are created with the
expectation that these strategies will increase student retention and reduce dropout rates. These
programs and schools, by engaging and educating students at risk of dropping out, would
improve both the performance of the district (with respect to this publicly reported measure) and
the chances for success of at-risk students. As with special education programs and vocational
programs, alternative education programs can be offered at regular schools, as well as those
devoted exclusively to alternative education.

It appears that there are strong pressures for specialized program offerings to meet the needs
of specific student populations. These services can be delivered in many ways, including both
schools designed to serve °illy these special populations and the offering of special programs at
regular high schools. CCD data provide information on the extent to which school specialization
has been employed to deliver these special services, as well as the numbers of students with IEPs.

Summary of Findings

The vast majority of students attending schools in regular school districts attended
"regular" schools. Only about 1 percent of students in these districts attended schools
labeled as "special education," "vocational educ4tion," or "alternative education."

The number of special education students (that is, students with IEPs) has increased by
1.387,622 (56 percent) from 1987-88 to 1990-91. By 1990-91, nearly 10 percent of the
students in regular school districts had IEPs.

The vast majority of special education students attend regular schools. Of the nearly
four million students with 1EPs enrolled in regular school districts in 1990-91, only
165,165 were enrolled in special education schools.

The number of students enrolled in special education schools increased by only 12,591 (8
percent) over this period.

Detailed Description of Findings

Changes in the prevalence of regular and other types of schools. The number of regular
schools and other types of schools has remained relatively constant from 1987-88 to 1990-91. In
regular school districts (which serve approximately 98.8 percent of the nation's public school
students), 99 percent of the students attended regular schools. Only about I percent of the
students attended special education, vocational education, or alternative education schools (see
table 2.5),

4 --
30



Changes in School Specialization

Table 2.5- Percentages of different types of schools and students enrolled in those schools in regular
districts: 1987-88 to 1990-91

,1=11=1..

Number of % Regular % Special Ed. % Vocational Ed. % Alternative Ed.
Schools Students Schools Students Schools Students Schools Stutirr.i- Schools Students

1987-88 81,834 39,678,096 96.3 99.1 1.7 0 1 0.9 0.3 1.1 0.3
1988-89 81,644 39.860,389 96.6 99.1 1.6 0.4 0.9 0.3 1.0 0.2
1989-90 82,246 40,222,819 96.1 98,9 1.7 0.4 0.9 0.3 1.3 0.4
1990-9 I 83,341 40,840,902 96.0 99.0 1.9 0.4 0.8 0.3 1.3 0.3

SOURCE. U.S Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1490-91

From 1987-88 to 1990-91, the percentages of vocational education schools declined slightly,
and the percentages of special education and alternative education schools slightly il.,...3;:ased.
The. proportions of students served by these schools remained relatively constant.

From 1987-88 to 1990-91, the number of students with IEPs in regular school districts
increased by 1,387,622 (about 56 percent)." However, during this time period, the number of
students enrolled in special education schools remained relatively constant, increasing by inly
12.591 (about 8 percent)18-still somewhat larger than the overall 3 percent increase in the total
student population. It appears that most of the newly labeled special education students were
being mainstreamed, but the increase in students not being mainstreamed was greater than the
general increase in the student population. These data do not indicate whether the "least
restrictive environment" goals of IDEA were being met'?

From 1987-88 through 1990-91, the smallest districts (less than 1,000 students) showed the
greatest increase in their proportions of students with IEPs (controlling for other district
characteristics) (see table 2.6). Their equated mean change (controlling for factors other than
district enrollmet.t size) indicates that a hypothetical small district with average SES, minority
composition, and urbanicity would have had an increase of 3.8 percent in the proportion of their
students who had IEPs (rather than the "actual" 3.3 percent mean change). This represented a 6 1
percent increase in the proportion of their students with IEPs (from an equated mean of 6.2
percent to 6.2 + 3.`2, = 10.0 percent). The equated proportional increase was even greater in
districts serving between 1,000 and 4,999 students: 63 percent (from an equated mean of 5.4

7 U S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986
87 to 1990-91.

/bid. This increase is only a". Increase of 0.03 percent of the total student population. Due to rounding
percentages to the nearest tenth. tables do not always reflect changes this small.

19
If one assumes that the incidence of students for whom the least restrictive environment is a special school

remains constant, this modest increase is still not proof of failure to comply with the mandated goals. Increased
retention of special education students in these programs may account for some of this increase. Conversely, the
assumption of constancy of the loci knee of students for whom the least restrictive environment is a special school
may be false. Improved medical care may be responsible for an increased survival rate of children who could not be
educated in regular classrooms.
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percent to 8.8 percent). The proportional increase was lowest, but still substantial, in districts
with 10,000 or more students: 39 percent (from an equated mean of 7.1 percent to 9.9 percent).

The proportion of students with IEPs was greatest in rural districts. Controlling for other
district characteristics, the difference between the proportion of IIEP stude..:s in rural districts and
their proportional representation in other districts increased further. The proportion of students
with IEPs in rural districts also increased substantially from 1987-88 to 1990-91. The increases
in rural districts were as great or greater than in urban or suburban districts.

Increases in the proportions of students with IEPs were also characteristic of districts with the
highest minority concentrations. The proportion of students with IEPs in predominantly minority
districts increased by 66 percent from 1987-88 to 1990-91 (from 5.6 percent to 9,3 percent).
Controlling for other district characteristics, including SES and size, the proportion of students
with 1EPs in predominantly minority districts nearly doubled (from 5.2 percent to 10.0 percent).
However, r.redominantly minority districts had the lowest proportions of s.udents with IEPs in
1987-88; their larger increases may represent a "catching up" process.

No obvious relationships were noted between a district's SES and either the proportion of
students with IEPs or changes in these proportions over the period investigated.
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Table 2.6- Changes in percentages of students with IEPs in regular districts with different characteristics:
1987-08 to 1990-91

Number of
Students

39,445,314

4:1111110,

Percentage with
IEPs 37J82Shaim19E-IChange

6.3

Equated
Mean

3.1

Equated
Mean Percentage

(t)

Mean

(t)Ove:ali

District enrollment (1987)
0 - 999 2.868,849 6.9 3.3 6.2 3.8

1.000 - 4,999 12,338,439 5.7 2.9 5.4 3.4

5.000 - 9,999 6,493,970 6.1 3.3 5.9 3.4
10,000 and over 17,744,056 6.6 3.2 7.1 2.8

Metropolitan status (1987)
Urban/central cities 10,819,922 6.2 3.5 5.8 3.6
Suburban/metropolitan 18,457,704 6.1 2.9 6.1 2.9
Rural 10,167,688 6.8 3.3 7.1 3.6

Percent minority (1987)
< 5% 8,968,194 6.1 2.2 6.5 1.9

5% - < 20% 10,550,822 6.2 3.1 6.4 3.0
20% - < 50% 9,836,200 7.2 3.5 7.0 3.7

50% and over 10,090,098 5.6 3.7 5.2 4.8

SES (% of school-age children in poverty: 1990)
0% < 5% 4,209,191 5.9 1.9 6.1 3.1

5% - < 15% 13,566,150 6.1 3.5 6.0 4.4
15% - < 25% 10.866,475 6.7 3.4 6.4 3.7

25% and over 10,803,498 6.2 2.9 6.5 2.2

(t) Vdues for Overall "Equarf.-2. Mean Percentage (1987 -88)" and "Mean Change" are omitted because they are the same as the
simple means, by definition.

SOURCE. U S Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91, US Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School District Data Book Version 1 0, June
1994
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Questions for Further Research

In response to both shifting demographics and to education reform concerns, there have been
impressive increases in the proportion of sixth, seventh, and eighth g:aders enrolled in separate
middle grade schools.2° By 1990-91. close to half (45 percent) of the nation's sixth graders and
about five-sixths (83 percent) of the nation's seventh and eighth graders were enrolled in these
types of schools. The relationship between these types of schools and performance cannot be
addressed through CCD data, leading one to wonder:

How does the education performance of sixth, seventh, and eighth graders enrolled in
separate middle grade schools compare to the performance of similar students enrolled in
schools with different grade structures?

What social impacts, if any, are associated with attending this type of school?

Very few students (about 1 percent) attend special education, vocational education, c:
alternative education schools. However, many "regular" schools are becoming specialized and
are offering distinctive curricula and education approaches. In the 1991-92 school year, there
were 2,433 magnet schools and at least 2,217 other specialty schools (Steel and Levine 1994),
representing nearly 7 percent of the nation's public schools. Although some of these magnet and
specialty schools might be considered to be "voc,Itional education" or "alternative" schools, most
are labeled as "regular" schools. These data suggest that the following questions be addressed:

How many schools in the nation offer distinctive curricula or instructional approaches?

What specific types of specialized programs are being offered?

Where are these specialized programs most likely to be offered?

How has the number and distribution of these special programs changed over time?

The number of special education students increased dramatically (by 56 percent) from 1987-
88 to 1990-91, The increase, as well as the overall proportion of students with IEPs (i.e., special
education students) is associated with certain district characteristics. States and districts vary
tremendously with respect to the proportion of their students who have IEPs. These changes
suggest the following questions:

Are there any relationships between a school's (or a district's) racial-ethnic composition and
the proportion of its students who have IEPs?

What factors are associated with the proportion of students who have IEPs?

20 The term "separate middle grade schools," as used in this report, refers to schools whose enrollment is
primarily or exclusively composed of early adolescent children.
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Will the increase in the proy rtion of students who have IEPs continue in the future?

If so, will there be an adequate supply of trained special education professionals to serve the
needs of this population?

Finally, there is the overarching question:

What relationships exist between school specialization and education quality?
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3 How Has the Racial-Ethnic Composition of the Population
Served by Schools Changed?

Overview

Recent projections suggest that by the year 2035, white non-Hispanic individuals will no
longer comprise the majority of the nation's school-age population (Population Research Bureau
1993). Well before this time, Hispanics are expected to become the nation's largest minority
group. These projections imply an increasing demand for bilingual or limited English proficient
(LEP) education. Additionally, with major demographic shifts, once-balanced neighborhood
schools can become racially imbalanced with respect to their district's overall racial-ethnic
composition, and districts' once-balanced racial-ethnic composition can become imbalanced with
respect to their state's racial-ethnic composition.

This chapter will review trends (from 1987-88 to 1990-91) in the racial-ethnic composition of
the nation's public school system. The following chapter (chapter 4) will discuss issues of racial-
ethnic balance and racial-ethnic exposure. These reviews are based on race-ethnicity data
provided to NCES by the National Cooperative Education Statistics System (NCESS) State
Coordinator. These data are requested, but not always provided, for each public school in each
state. Respons:veness to requests for these data has improved substantially since 1987-88 (when
racial breakdowns v.,ere provided for 62.9 percent of the schools) to 1990-91 (when these data
were provided for 891) percent of the schools).2' In order to conduct the analyses reported,
missing data were imputed using procedures discussed in Appendix B.

Racial-Ethnic Composition Trends

CCD data were used to determine demographic trends and to identify the types of schools
and districts undergoing the greatest changes in their racial-ethnic composition from 1987-88 to
1990-91.

21 Missing data were not distributed randomly. They were associated with particular states. For example, in
1987-88, data were not provided for 30,345 schools. In 20 states, data were missing for most schools, accounting for
96.5 percent of 1987-88's missing data. In the 1990-91 CCD, 94.1 percent of the 9,208 schools for which data were
missing were concentrated in only 10 states. The distribution of missing data, by state and year, is summarized in
Appendix B.

Only 5 percent of the schools (4,265 out of 84,778) in existence from 1987-88 to 1990-91 were missing racial-
ethnic CCD breakdowns in al; 4 years. These schools were located in 1,507 (out of 15,183) districts, and over half
(56 percent) were in three states.
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Changes in Racial-Ethnic Composition

Summary of Findings

The number of students in public elementary and secondary schools in regular school
districts in the United States increased by approximately one million from 1987-88 to
1990-91. Over this same period, the number of Hispanic students increased by about
645,000 and the number of Asian students by about 140,000.

The proportion of minority public school students in regular school districts steadily
increased from 1987-88 through 1990-91. However, the proportion of black non-
Hispanic students declined.

The proportion of public school students who were Hispanic showed steady and
consistent increases over this time period. The proportion of Asian students also
increased, though by a smaller amount.

The proportion of white non-Hispanic students is highest in the most affluent districts and
declines with decreasing affluence. (Affluence refers to the percentage of school-age
children in poverty in the district). Conversely, the proportion of Hispanic and black
non-Hispanic students is lowest in the most affluent districts and increases with
decreasing affluence.

Most of the nation's minority students were served by school districts with enrollments of
10,000 students or more. Although these districts served less than half (46 percent) of the
nation's students, they served over two-thirds (69 percent) of the nation's black and
Hispanic students and over 70 percent of the nation's Asian students.

In 1988-89, the proportion of students in large cities who were of Hispanic origin
exceeded the proportion of students who were white by 0.3 percent; by 1990-91, this
difference had increased to 3.2 percent. In large city schools in 1990-91, white students
comprised about one-quarter (26 percent) of the student enrollment. Black students
comprised 38 percent of the enrollment; Hispanics, 29 percent.

Each year from 1987-88 to 1990-91, the concentrations of black students in special
education schools, vocational education schools, and alternative education schools were
greater than in regular schools; the concentrations of wh.::-? non-Hispanic and Asian
students were lower in these special schools. When other school characteristics
(including type of community) were controlled for, these effects were reduced but not
eliminated.
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Detailed Description of Findings

,M1.1.11EIZIPMENFL OINOMMIIMMIIMMINIMIIMM

Changes in Racal- Ethnic Composition

General trends in racial-ethnic composition of public schools. As shown in table 3.1, the
proportion of white non-Hispanic students in public schools in regular districts continued to
decline from 1987-88 to 1990-91. This decline was due to changes in the racial-ethnic
composition of the population, particularly with respect to the demographics of school-aged
children (Census 1980; Census 1990).22

Table 3.1- Racial- ethnic composition (percentages) of public schools in regular districts:
1987.88 to 1990-91

11101211111[0.

Number of
Students

Native
American Asian His anic Black White

1987-88 39,963,281 1.0 3.0 10.2 16.5 69.3
1988-89 40,120,672 1.0 3 1 10.7 16.4 68.8
1989-90 40,408,326 1.0 3.2 11.2 16.3 68.4
1990-91 40,911,261 1.0 3.3 11.6 16.2 67.9

1111011.112121MINAr

NOTE: Percentages may not add to 100 percent due to rounding error.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91.

As table 3.2 indicates, the total number of public school students increased by nearly 950,000
over this time period. The numbers of students in all of the five racial-ethnic categories
increased. The number of Hispanic students increased the most: by about 645,000. As a result
of these changes, the proportional representation of Hispanics in the public schools increased by
1.4 percent (table 3.1). The number of Asian students increased by about 140,000, increaang
their proportional representation by 0.3 percent. Even though the number of black non-Hispanic
students increased by about 25,000 and white non-Hispanic students by about 100,000, their
proportional representations decreased by 0.3 percent and 1.4 percent, respectively.

22 The alternative explanation, that white students were leaving the public schools in favor of private schools, is

not supported by the data. From 1987-88 to 1990-91, the percentage of students enrolled in private schools who
were white declined from 81 percent to 78 percent. This was less than the decline in the proportion of white students
in public schools. During this same period, the number of students enrolled in private schools declined by 544,765
(from 5,218,643 to 4.673.878, or 10.4 percent) (McLaughlin, O'Donnell, and Ries 1995).
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Table 3.2 Racial-ethnic con sidole....taztbliczElmolatlarlar districts: 1987-88 to 1990-91

Number of Native
Students American Asian His.anic Black White

1987-88 39,963,281 380,447 1,211,852 4,091,079 6,600,665 27,679,238
1988-89 40,120,672 387,705 1,249,011 4,273,764 6,591,746 27,618,446
1989-90 40,408,326 394,031 1,298,846 4,512,380 6,581,510 27,621,559
1990-91 40,911.261 406,339 1,352,143 4,736,148 6,627,997 27,788,637

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91.

SES (poverty rates). Consistent with most people's expectations, poverty rates (i.e., the
percentage of children in poverty, according to the 1990 Census definition) were highest in urban
metropolitan status districts and lowest in suburban districts. Accordingly, nearly three-fifths (59
percent) of urban students were being educated in high poverty districts (i.e., those with at least
25 percent of the children in poverty), while only 6 percent of suburban students were in high
poverty districts.23

SES, as measured by these poverty rates, was also strongly associated with a district's racial-
ethnic composition. The more affluent the district, the higher the proportion of white students
and the lower the proportions of black and Hispanic students (see table 3.3). The proportional
increase of Asian students from 1987-88 to 1990-91 was highest in the most affluent districts.

23 U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1990-
91; U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School District Data Book Version 1 0,
;tine 1994.
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Table 3.3- Racial-ethnic composition of regular districts, by SES (percentage of population in poverty):
1987-88 to 1990-91'

Number of Students
in Anal sis

Native
American

9F

Asian
9b

His anic
9ti

Black
96

White

Overall
1987.88 39,963,281 1.0 3.0 10.2 16.5 69.3
1988-89 40,120.672 1.0 3.1 10.7 16.4 68.8
1989.90 40,408,326 1.0 3.2 11.2 16.3 68.4
1990-91 40,911,261 1.0 3.3 11.6 16 2 67.9

Percentage of school-age children in poverty: 1990

<

1987-88 4,243.231 0.3 3.6 4.2 3.7 88.2
1988-89 4,300,465 0.3 3.8 4.4 3.8 87.8
1989-90 4,349,079 0 3 4.0 4 7 3.9 87.1

1990-91 4,427,781 0.3 4.2 4.9 3.8 86.8

5% < 15%
1987-R8 11,645,900 0.7 2.6 5.4 7.4 83.9

1988-89 13,797,186 0.7 2.7 5.7 7.5 83.4

1989-9() 13,998,850 0.7 2.8 6.1 7.5 82.8
1990 -9I 14,269,556 0.7 3.0 6.5 7.6 82.2

15% - <25%
1987-88 10,932,638 1.0 3.5 8.8 14.2 72.4
1988-89 11,025,089 1.0 3.6 9.4 14.4 71.7
1989-90 1 1,144,517 1.0 3.6 10.0 14.3 71.1
1900-91 11,322,823 1.0 3.7 10.5 14.4 70.4

25% and c' er

1987-88 10,984,196 1.5 2.9 20.0 35.2 40.4
1988-89 10,954,566 1.5 2.9 20.6 34.7 40.2
1989-90 10,915,880 1.6 3.0 21.5 34.5 39.5
1990-91 10,878,202 1.6 3.0 22.1 34.4 38.9

only districts for which SES data were available are included in these analyses.

NOTE Percentages may not add to 100 percent due to rounding.

SOURCE U S Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990`9I . 1' S Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. School District Data Book Version 1.0. Jun,
1994
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School locale. The CCD classifies the locale of a school relative to populous areas according
to a hierarchy of seven locale codes as shown in table 3.4.24 (The definitions of each of these
locale codes is provided in Appendix ADefinitions of Key Terms.)

From 1987-88 to 1990-91, there was a very strong relationship between a school's
"urbanicity" and its proportion of minority students (specifically, black, Hispanic, and Asian
students) (see table 3.4). In schools in large cities, three-quarters of the public school population
were minorities; in contrast, in schools in rural locales, only 15 percent of the students were
minorities.

Minority group members were not equally distributed among the different school locales.
Blacks and Hispanics were most concentrated in large city schools. Blacks were next most
concentrated in mid-size cities. The concentrations of Hispanics were at comparable levels in
mid-size city schools and in schools on the urban fringe of large cities. Native Americans, in
contrast, were more frequently enrolled in rural and small town schools.

Growth in the proportions of Hispanic students occurred in all different school locale
categories, from rural locales to large city schools. In large city schools, the proportion of
Hispanic students exceeded the proportion of white students in 1988-89. By 1990-91, the
proportion of Hispanic students in these districts exceeded that of white students by 3.2 percent.
The proportion of black students and white students in large city schools decreased from 1987-8R
to 1990-91 by 1.3 percent and 1.4 percent, respectively. Even though the proportion of blacks
declined in large city schools, they remained grev.t.cr than the proportions of white and Hispanic
students.

Growth in the proportion of Asian students occurred in all of the seven different types of
locales from 1987-88 to 1990-91. However, Asian students were most concentrated in the
schools in large cities and their urban fringes and underrepresented in rural and large- and small-
town schools.

24
State-level CCD Coordinators are asked to verify these local codes, which are determined by the school's

mailing address. For the 1990-91 CCD. there were massive changes in locale classifications: 7.1 percent of the
schools had their locale codes "corrected" by the CCD Coordinators. (For the 1988-89 CCD, changes were made for
only 0.4 percent of the schools; for 1989-90, 1.6 percent.) These changes were also clustered in a few states. The
large number of changes made in 1990-91 make the school locale data noncomparable with previous years. So. for
1990-91 data, the previous year's locale codes were employed to preserve the validity of the longitudinal
comparisons in this report.

42 vet



Changes in Racial-Ethnic Composition

Number of % Native
Students American Asian Hispanic White

Overall
1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990 -91

39,963,281
40,120,672
40A08,326
40,911,261

3.0
3.1

3.2
3.3

10.2
10.7
11.2
11.6

16.5
16.4
16.3
162

69.3
68.8
68.4
67.9

Large city
1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91

5,466,019
5,456,282
5,463,047
5,450,369

0.4 5.9 26.6 39.6 27.4
0.4 5.9 27.4 39.1 27.1
0.5 6.0 28.5 38.4 26.6
0.4 6.1 29.2 38.3 26.0

Mid-size city
1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91

6,745,709
6,790,885
6,774.293
6,896,263

0.7 0.3 11.2 20.6 64.2
0.7 3.4 11.7 20.4 63.7
0.7 3.5 12.5 20.5 62.8
0.7 3.6 13.1 20.5 62.1

Urban fringe of large city
1987-88 6,709.547 0.4 5 2 11.0 12.4 71.1
1988-89 6,772,783 0.4 5 4 11.5 12.5 70.3
1989-90 7.034.880 0.4 5.6 11.9 12.5 69.5
1990-91 7.170,467 '1.4 5.8 12.5 12.6 68.7

Urban fringe of mid-size city
1987-88 4,783,416
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91

4,815,378
4,803,029
4,899,979

0.4 3.3 6.0 12.7 77.5
0.4 3.4 6.3 12.8 77.1
0.4 3.5 6.9 13.0 76.1
0.5 3.7 7.3 13.1 75.4

Large town
1987-88 975,586 I.0 1.8 6.7 12.2 78.3
1988-89 963,478 1.0 1.9 7.0 12.5 77.5
1989-90 948,809 1.1 1.9 7.5 12.4 77.0
1990-91 954,659 1 1 2.0 7.9 12.4 76,6

Small town
1987-88 8,750,048 1.4 0 9 6.6 10.3 80.7
1988-89 8,762,781 1.4 1.0 6.9 10.2 80.5
1989-90 8,745,183 1.4 1.0 7.2 10.1 80.3
1990-91 8,854,775 1.5 1.0 7.5 10.0 80.0

Rural
1987-88 6,532,956 2.0 0.9
1988-89 6,559,085 2.0 0.9
1989-90 6,639,085 2.0 1.0
1990-91 6 4 74 2 1 1.1

3.3 8.9 84.9
3.5 9.1 84.4
3.6 8.8 84 6

7 :4,5

NOTE: 1990-91 rows use 1989-90 locale classifications. Percentages may not add to 100 percent due to rounding error.

SOURCE: U S Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91.
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About half (50.2 percent) of the nation's public schools (in the 1990-91 school year) were
located in small towns or in rural areas. (See Appendix B.) Although smaller on average than
schools in other types of districts, these schools still served over one-third (35.4 percent) of the
population. Small town and rural schools served populations of students that were
predominantly white: 80.0 percent of the small-town students and 84.5 percent of rural students
were white in 1990-91. Overall, more than two-thirds (67.9 percent) of the public school
population was white (see table 3.4).

District size. Since large school fliftricts tended to be in large cities and urban areas, the
relationships between level of urbanicity and iacial-ethnic composition were very similar to
relationships between district size and racial-ethnic composition. These large school districts are
of particular interest because they are responsible for the education of a substantial portion of the
nation's youth. The 100 largest public school districtsfewer than 1 percent of the nation's
regular school districtsserved nearly one-quarter (23 percent) of the nation's public school
students in 1990-91 (Sietsema 1993); and regular school districts serving 10,000 or more
students, although representing only 4 percent of all districts, served nearly half (46 percent) of
the nation's public school population (see table 3.5).

Although less than half of the public school population is educated in these iarge districts, a
substantial proportion of the nation's minority students are located in these districts. Over two-
thirds (69 percent) of the black students and over two-thirds (also 69 percent) of the Hispanic
students in regular school districts in 1990-91 attended schools in the largest school districts.
Hispanics and blacks were not the only minorities concentrated in large districts; over 70 percent
of !lie nation's Asian students were enrolled in districts with more than 10,000 students.25

From 1987-88 to 1990-91, the proportion of students who were Hispanic increased the most
in the largest school districts. Since most of the enrollment growth was concentrated in these
large districts, the number of Hispanic students they served increased substantially. Although the
number of black students in these large districts also increased (by about 80,000) over this
period, their proportional representation in the large districts actually declined by 1 percent, from
25 percent to 24 percent.26

25
In 1990-91, the largest 679 school districts (those with enrollments of at least 10,000) served 68.8 percent of

the nation's black students (4.559.889 of 6.627,997); 68.7 percent ,f the nation's Hispanic students (3,257,802 of
4.736.148); and 70.1 percent of the nation's Asian students (948,405 of 1,352,140). SOURCE: U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys, 1986-87 to 1990-91.

From 1987-88 to 1990-91, the number of Hispanic students in the 679 largest school districts increased by
504,321 (from 2,753,481 to 3,257,802), and the number of black students increased by 75,890 (from 4,483,999 to
4.559,889) SOURCE U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of
Data Surveys. 1986-87 to 1990-91.
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Table 3.5- Racial - ethnic corn osidon of re ular districts b district size: 1987-88 to 1990-91

ck

Number of Native % % % %

Students American Asian Hispanic Black White

Overall
1987-88 39,963,281 1.0 3.0 10.2 16.5 69.3

1988-89 40,120,672 1.0 3.1 10.7 16.4 68.8

1989-90 40,408,326 1.0 3.2 11.2 16.3 68.4

1990-91 40,911,261 1.0 3.3 11.6 16.2 67.9

0 999
1987-88 2,975.916 2.9 0.9 5.4 3.7 87.2

1988-89 2.974,605 2.9 0.8 5 4 3.8 87.0

1989-90 2.927,104 2.9 0.8 5.5 3.5 87.3

1990-91 2,917,080 .0 0.8 5.5 3.3 87.5

1,000 - 4,999
1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91

5.000 9.999
1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91

12,539,341
12.513.543
12.544.546
12,523,715

1 1 1.4 5.2 9.3 82.9
1.1 1.5 5.5 9 4 82.6

1.1 1.5 5.7 9.3 82.4

1.I 1.5 5.8 9 1 82.4

6,533,712
6,433,060
6,422,276
6.477,862

0.7 2.6 7.9 12.8 75.9
0.7 2.7 8.2 12.9 75.6
0.7 2.8 8.8 12.7 75.0

0.8 3.0 9.2 12.8 74.3

10,000 and over
1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91

17,914,312
1 8,199,464
18,514,400
18,992,604

0.6 4.7 15.4 25.0 54 3

0.6 4.8 16.0 24.6 54.0
0.7 4.9 16.6 24 3 53.5

0.7 5.0 17.2 24.0 53.2

NOTE: Percentages may not add to 100 percent due to rounding error.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91

Type of school. Regular school districts provide services for students with special needs
or interests at schools operated specifically and uniquely for such purposes as well as at regular
schools. In the case of special education, the vast majority of special education students attend
regular schools. Nonetheless, in 1990-91, at least 165,165 of the more than four million special
education students were enrolled in special-education-orly schools in regular districts (see table
3.6).



Changes in Racial-Ethnic Composition

Table 3.6- Racial-ethnic con osidon a schools in re lar districts b : 1987-88 to 1990-91

Number of Studer .s Native
in Anal si- American Asian His anic Black White

Overall
1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91

39,963,281
40.120,672
40.408.326
40.911,261

1.0
1.0
1.0
1.0

3.0
3.1

3.2
3.3

10.2
10.7
11.2
11.6

16.5 69.3
16.4 68.8
16.3 68.4
16 67.9

Regular school
1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91

39,580,239
39,764 178
39,973,930
40,516.673

1,0 3.0 10.2 16.4 69.4
1.0 3.1 10.6 16.3 69.0
1.0 3.2 11.1 16.1 68.5
1.0 3.3 11.6 16.1 68.1

Special education school
1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91

155,987 0.5 2.7 17.2 28.1 51.5
158,960 0.7 2.7 17.2 27 5 51 9
153,918 0.8 2.6 17.3 27.4 51.9
165,165 0.8 2.6 16.7 28.9 50.9

Vocational education school
1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-9I

128,341 0.3 1.8 14.7 40.0 43.2
123.620 0.4 1.6 13.2 32.3 52.5
138.654 0.5 2.4 13.6 37.7 45.7
114,779 0.6 2.1 14.9 33.7 48.8

Alternative education school
1987-88 98,714 2.3 2.7 9.2 21.9 63.8
1988-89 73,914 2.8 1.8 9.1 18.3 67.9
1989-90 141,824 1.9 2.6 11.5 25.2 58.7
1990-91 114,644 2.3 2.0 9.2 24.4 62.0

NOTE. Percentages may not add to 100 percent due to rounding error.

SOURCE. U1 S Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91
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Changes m Rac:al.Eihntc Campos:1ton

While the number of special education students increased by about 50 percent (see chapter 2)
from 1987-88 to 19Q0 -91, the numbers of students enrolled in special education schools
remained relatively constant during this period. However, the number of students enrolled in
vocational and alternative education schools fluctuated considt icioly. The year-to-year variability
in the numbers of students enrollect in alternative and vocational education schools reflects the
frequent practice of reclassifying a school from year to year as its education focus changes.'

For each year shown in table 3.6, the proportion of black non - Hispanic students in special
schools was higher than their proportional representation in regular schools; the proportional
representation of Asians and of white non-Hispar'cs was lower for each year. For example, the
proportion of students enrolled in vocational education schools in 1990-91 who were black was
more than twice the proportion of students in regular schools who were black. Similarly, the
proportion of students enrolled in vocational schools who were Hispanic (14.9 percent) was
higher than the proportion of students in regular schools who were Hispanic (11.6 percent).
However, these schools tended to be located in districts with higher proportions of minority
students. As will be shown later, when other school characteristics are controlled for, many of
these differences were erased or reversed.

As previously noted, large school districts tend to be in large cities and urban areas. When
there are interrelationships between district characteristics (size, locale, racial-ethnic
composition, and SES), it is useful to know the wlationship between only size (or only locale, or
only SES) and the district's racial-ethnic composition. Apparent relationships between district
size and racial-ethnic composition may really he due to other factors.

In order to determine the relative importance of specific district and school characteristics
Loth as direct and indirect factors, multivariate analyses (general linear models) were performed.
This approach displays variation of an outcome (t..g., change in the proportion of the district's
population that is white non-Hispanic) related to a factor of interest, holding other factors (e.g.,
district size, SES) constant. By controlling for other characteristics, it is possible to assess the
chrect association of the characteristic of interest with the racial-ethnic composition of the district
or .01,a,,I.

The following tables present both simple mean percentages and "equated means" and
"equated mean changes" for percentage of minority students. "Equated mean percent t iinority"
shows what the racial-ethnic composition of a district with a particular attribute (e.g., enrollment

2 7 Of the 866 schools classified as alternative education schools in 1987-88. only 521 (60 percent) were
classified as alternative education schools in each of the next 3 years; 158 (18 percent) closed down; and the
remainder ( 157, or 22 percent) changed their status at least once or disappeared for at least one year before
reappearing as an alternative education school in 1990-91.

Of the 742 schools classified as vocational schools in 1987-88, 554 (75 percent) were vocational education
schools for all 4 years; 114 (15 percent) closed down; and the remainder (74. or 10 percent) changed their status at
least once or disappeared for at least one year before reappearing as a s cational school in 1990-91 SOURCE U S
Department of Educatimi. National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91
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Cateiges In Racial-Ethnic Cornposaton

of 1,000-4,999) would be Al the effects of all of the other vaeiables were ignored. "Equated mean
change" shows what the average change in racial-ethnic composition (percentage of minorities)
from 1987-88 to 1990-91 would be in a district of this size if the effects of all of the other
variables were ignored (see table 3.7).

District characteristics. Out of all of the district characteristics investigated, the one with
the strongest relaticnship to rninorty composition was SES. There was a substantial disparity
(47.8 percent) between the minority proportion of the richest (!1.8 percent minority) and poorest
districts (59.6 percent). When factors other than SES were controlled for, this disparity remained
nearly unchanged (46.0 percent), and the minority composition of the richest districts and poorest
districts changed only slightly (from 11.8 percent to 12.3 percent and from 59.6 percent to 58.3
percent, respectively).

District size was also related to minority composition. When controlling for -actors other
than district size, differences in the minority composition of districts diminished in 1987 .88.
However, the same relationship between district size and minority composition was maintained.
Minority composition was greater in larger districts (see table 3.7). Although the difference in
minority composition between the largest and smallest districts was substantially smaller when
other factors were controlled, an unadjusted .318 percent difference (45.7 percent - 12.9 percent)
in contrast to only 18.9 percent (38.5 percent 19.6 percent), these differences were still of
considerable magnitude. This suggests that district size, by itself, was strongly associated with
racial-ethnic composition.. Although the percentage of minorities diverged over the 3-year period
(the large districts, with the most minorities, had the largest increases in the percentages of
minorities, while small districts, with fewest minorities, did not have increases in their minority
percentages), the equated means indicated less of an effect when other factors were controlled.
Some of the apparent difference by size was actually related to other factors, such as SES.

During this time period, locale was also strongly related to minority composition. The
proportion of minority students in urban/central cities was more than double the proportion of
minority students in other types of districts. When other factors were controlled, the difference
in minority compisiiien between urban and rural districts was reduced from 36.6 percent (56.5
percent 19.9 percent) to 18.8 percent (39.8 percent - 21.0 percent). The adjusted proportion of
minority students in urban/central cities is still much larger (nearly double) than the adjusted
proportion in rural districts. Locale is also a factor that is strongly associated with racial-ethnic
composition.
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Table 3.7- ("flanges in the percentages or minority students in regular districts with different
characterisdcs: 1987-88 to 1990-91

Number of Students
in Analysisil_._Change% Minority Mean

Equated
Mean % Minority

(1987 -88)

Equated
Mean

Chan

Size

39,749,074 30.8 1.5 Yt) (f )

0 999 2,914,225 12.9 -0.3 19.6 0.0
1,000 4,999 12,408,286 17.0 0.8 23.6 1.0

5,000 - 9,999 6,512.251 24.0 1.6 28.3 1.7

10,000 and over 17,914.312 45.7 2.1 38.5 2.0

Locale (1987)
Urban/central cities 10,951,908 56 5 22_ 39.8 1.7

Suburban/metropolitan 18,538,771 21.7 1.8 30.9 2.0
Rural 10,258,395 19.9 0.3 21.0 0 4

Percent minority (1987)
< 5% 8,965,719 2.3 0.3 15) it)
5% - < 20% 10,633,179 11.! 0.9 it) if)
20% < 50% 9,900,843 33.2 2.4 its ft)
50% and over 10,249.333 73.9 2.3 its (t)

SES (% of school-age children in poverty: 1990)
0% < 5% 4,230,872 11 8 1.3 12.3 1 0

5%- < 15% 13.621,811 16.1 1.4 16.6 1.4

15% - < 25% 10,924,850 27.6 I.5 28.1 i .7

25% and over 10,971,541 59.6 1.7 58.3 1.7

NOTE: Numbers in this table are not directly comparable to numbers presented earlier in the chapter because:
(I) Data are provided only for districts that were in existence both in 1987-88 and 1990-91, and
(2) Change data are weighted by the district's 1987-88 enrollment.

(t) Values for Overall "Equated Mean % Minority" and "Equated Mean Change" are omitted because they ye the same as the
simple means, by definition.

t) "Equated Mean % Minority (1987-88)" and "Equated Mean Change" values for levels of the factor "Percent Minority
11987)" were omitted since percent minority cannot meaningfully be employed as both a dependent and independent variable.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91; U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. School District Data Book Version 10. !tine
1994

School characteristics. Although there are relationships between district characteristics and
school characteristics (as in the case of school and district locale types and school and district
sizes), the racial-ethnic composition of a school may be independently related to a specific school
characteristic. However, controlling for school-level factors (locale, school type, grade level,
and, for change analyses, proportion of minority students in 1987-88), the same basic
relationships between changes in the proportion of minority students and the proportion of
minority students in these different kinds of schools was observed (see table 3.8). That is, (1) the
proportion of minority students in a school increased with school size, and (2) the largest schools
had the greatest increases in their proportions of minority students. The strength of these
relationships was diminished by controlling for other factors, but was clearly not eliminated.
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Table 3.8- Changes in the percentages of minority students in schools in regular districts with different
characteristics: 1987-88 to 1990-91

Number of Students Equated Equated
in Analysis % Minonty Mean Mean % Minority Mean
(1987-88) (1987-88) Change (1987.88) Change_

Overall 38,999,485 30.8 1.7

Size ( 1987)
0 249
250 - 499
500 - 999
1,000 and over

2,622,226
10,511,658
16,256,990
9,608,611

18.0 0.2 26.3 1.1

24.7 0.9 27.8 1.1

32.5 1.7 31.3 1.7

38.2 2.8 34.7 2.2

Locale (1987)
Large city
Mid-size city
Urban fringe of large city
Urban fringe of mid-size city
Large town
Small town
Rural

Type (1987)
Regular
Special education
Vocational educaton
Alternative education

Grade level (1987)
Elementary
Middle
Secondary
Combined
Not classifiable

5,402,447
6,611,351
6,571,739
4,676,938

944,533
8,484,721
6,307,756

38,663,620
135,494
109,358
91,013

72.6 3.0 64.9 2,5
35.6 2.3 34.4 2,2
29.0 2.6 28.9 2.4
22.4 1.9 23.3 1.8

21.8 1.3 23.1 1.4

19.3 0.7 21.7 1.0

15.1 0.1 18.9 0.6

30.7 1.7 30.8 1.7

49.0 2.3 40.3 2.0
64.0 3.2 42.0 2.0
36.0 2.9 33,0 2.8

18.208.551
6,475,607

11,369.787
2,866,185

79,355

31.9 1.4 32.8 1.5

31.4 1.5 30.9 1.4

27.7 2.2 26.7 1.8

34.9 1.7 34.4 2.0
50.0 2 4 32.2 1.9

Percent minonty ( 87)
< 5%
5% - < 20%
20% - < 50%
50% and over

9,848,275
10,282,489
9,096,796
9,771,925

2.1 0.5 it) it)
11.0 1.2 (:) (t)
33.3 2.7 (t) (t)
78.3 24 (t) (t)

NOTE: Numbers in this table are not directly comparable to numbers presented earlier in the chapter because:
(1) Data arc provided only for schools that were in existence both in 1987.88 and 1990-91. and
(2) Change data are weighted by the school's 1987.88 enrollment.

(t) Values for Overall "Equated Mean % Minority (1987-88)" and "Equated Mean Change"are omitted because they are the
same as the simple means. by definition.

(t) "Equated Mean % Minority" and "Equated Mean Change (1987-88)" values for levels of the factor "Percent Minority
I1987)" were omitted since percent minority cannot meaningfully be employed as both a dependent and independent variable,

SOURCE. U.S Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91.



Changes in Racial-Ethnic Composition

The school's locale (analogous to the district metropolitan status or urbanicity code, but using
seven instead of three locale categories) was the school characteristic most strongly associated
with its racial-ethnic composition (percentage of minorities), even controlling for other factors.
Both levels in 1987-88 and increases in the proportion of minority students were greatest in large
cities and in their urban fringes, whether or not controlling for other school characteristics.

Without compensating for other school characteristics, the proportion of minority students in
vocational schools in 1990-91 (64 percent), in special education schools (49 percent), and in
alternative schools (36 percent) was much higher than the proportion of minority students in
regular schools (31 percent). Controlling for school size, locale, and grade level reduced these
differences appreciably. The apparent 33.3 percent (64.0 percent 30.7 percent) discrepancy
between the minority composition of vocational education and regular schools was only an 11.2
percent (42.0 percent - 30.8 percent) discrepancy when accounting for these other factors.

The proportion of minority students in a school is associated with the grade levels served. In
1987-88, as the population served aged, the proportion of minority students decreased, from 32
percent in elementary schools to 31 percent in middle schools to 28 percent in high schools.
Controlling for other school characteristics, these discrepancies were larger. It is clear that the
proportion of minority high school students was less than the proportion of minority elementary
school students, independent of other school characteristics. Two factors are associated with this
effect:

The dropout rate for minonty students is greater than the dropout rate for white non-
Hispanic students (McMillen, Kaufman, and Whitener 1994; McLaughlin and Levine
1992).

Higher birthrates and immigration rates for young minority families are associated with a
disproportionate increase in the number of younger minority children.

Increases in the proportions of minority students in elementary, middle, and secondary schools
were quite similar, particularly after adjusting for other factors. The larger increase at the high
school level suggests an improvement in dropout prevention for minority students.

As was the case with school districts, schools with the greatest proportion of minority
students (20 percent or more) had the greatest increases in their proportions of minority students.
However, controlling for other factors reduced this divergence noticeably.
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Questions for Further Research

From 1987-88 to 1990-91, the public school population in the United States increased by
about one million students. Newer students entering the public school system were much more
likely to be nonwhite students: enrollments of Hispanic students increased by about 670,000;
enrollments of Asians, by about 150,000.

Minority students are concentrated in certain kinds of school districts. In 1990-91, most of
thr nation's minority students were enrolled in school districts serving at least 10,000 students.
Although these districts served less than half (46 percent) of the nation's students, they served
over two-thirds (69 percent) of the nation's black and Hispanic students and over 70 percent of
the nation's Asian students. Further, increases in minority composition were greatest in the large
cities. As the proportion of white non-Hispanic students in large city schools conanues to
diminish, several questions are raised:

Is the decline in the proportion of white non-Hispanic students in these schools
commensurate with the decline of white school-age children in the areas served by these
schools?

Will these declines continue at their current rate?

Now has the racial-ethnic composition of urban private school students changed relative to
urban public school students?

The education system might respond to changes in the composition of its student mix by
offering special programs, such as limited English proficient (LEP) programs. From 1987-88 to
1990-91, there were disproportionate increases in the minority composition of students attending
specialized (special education, vocational education, and alternative education) schools. These
increases raise the following questions:

Why are minority students more likely !o attend specialized schoolseven when controlling
for other characteristics of the education system?

Is this a systemic response to changes in racial-ethnic composition?

t'
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4 How Has the Racial Balance Within School Districts Changed?

Overview

Changes in both the overall student body composition of our schools and the distribution of
racially and socially diverse students between and within schools can have profound impacts on
the nation's education system. Many believe that effective school organization structures must
reflect the demographic characteristics of the population of students being served (Lee, Bryk, and
Smith 1993).

The racial-ethnic composition (as well as the socioeconomic diversity) of a class or a school
can significantly influence instructional practices. Viewing heterogeneity as a resource
(especially for tasks such as peer learning and cooperative tutoring), diversity can be seen as an
asset at the classroom level (Barr and Dreeben 1983). Coleman et al. (1966) reported that
minority student achievement is increased in racially integrated schools. Similarly, Mahard and
Crain ( i983) showed lasting IQ improvements in minority students as a result of desegregation.
Gains were greatest for minority students with the greatest exposure to whites. Other researchers
have suggested the existence of optimal ranges of racial-ethnic composition (Schofield and Sagar
1983). Although desegregation of schools does not guarantee desegregation of classes, or even
education inn rovement, there is substantial evidence that racial-ethnic composition of si hools
can influence education outcomes.

In the 1986-87 to 1990-91 period, substantial amounts of money were spent to improve the
racial balance of the nation's public schools?' From 1985 through 1991, just through the Magnet
Schools Assistance Program, the federal government provided over $739 million to school
districts to support existing magnet programs and to encourage the development of new magnet
programs (Steel and Levine 1994). One of the major goals of this program was the improvement
of intra-district racial balance. Through state and local programs, even greater amounts have
been spent, in response to court orders and public pressures tc improve school districts' racial
balance. The overall succc..;s of these efforts, as well as the types of districts showing the greatest
changes in racial balance, were investigated for this report. Results of these investigations
follow.

2n ,

'Racial balance" refers to the uniformity of minority student concentrations across schools in the same district
In this report, 'minority" refers to students identified as either Native American, Asian, Hispanic, or black.
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Changes in Racial Balance

Methodology

Many different measures are employed in studies of intradistrict racial balance and
desegregation, each focusing or different aspects of the problem. CCD data were used to
calculate two of the most commonly used measures to assess desegregation effectivenessthe
index of racial imbalance and the index of (minority) racial exposure.29 These two measures are
in common use in the desegregation research field and in courts of law. They were used to
determine how specific types of districts differed and how they changed from 1987-88 to 1990-
91.

Description of measures. The intradistrict racial imbalance measure (see Appendix A for a
full description) provides an indication of the minimum percentage of minority students in a
district that would have to be transferred to other schools to achieve "perfect" racial balance.`0
T Lis measure can range from 0 (indicating perfect racial balance) to 100 (indicating total
segregation)." Since this is a measure of imbalance, lower measures indicate better racial
balance.

This measure compares the racial-ethnic composition (percentage of minority students) of
each school in a district with the district's overall racial-ethnic composition. Racial imbalance
measures are only appropriate for districts that have more than one school serving students at a
particular grade level. That is, if a district only has one school, the minority proportion in the
school must match the minority proportion in the district.

Pragmatically, if a district is comprised of an elementary school, a middle school, and a high
school, it is improbable that each of these schools would have exactly the same proportion of
white students. (As was previously shown, the proportion of minority students was greater at the
lower grade levels during this period). If a racial imbalance measure was calculated for such a
district, the measure would most probably indicate some imbalance. However, this kind oe

2'4 The index of racial balance, also known as the index of dissimilarity, was developed by Karl and Alma
Taueber, Negroes in Cities (Chicago: Aldine, 1965). It has been used in numerous studies of school and residential
racial-ethnic imbalance. Some examples include Farley, 1981; Farley, Wurcic.ck, and Richards 1980; Smylie 1983;
Van Valey, Roof, and Wilcox 1977. The index of interracial exposure has been used in more recent studies. to
estimate the effectiveness of desegregation plans. Examples of its use include Farley 1981; Orfield 1982: Orfield
and Monfort 1986; Rossell 1979; Rossell 1986a; Rossell I986b. and Orfield 1986.

Perfect racial balance means that the percentage of minority students in each school is equal to the overall
percentage of minonty students in the district. The interpretation of this index as a minimum assumes that only
minority students would be reassigned and that no white students would be reassigned.

11 If a district is 100 percent white or 100 percent minority, the denominator for calculating racial-ethnic
imbalance becomes 0, and the imbalance is undefined. Districts that are 100 percent white or 100 percent minority
were assigned imbalance scores of 0 percent since no students would have to be transferred to bring about "perfect"
racial balance in the district. It should be noted that higher numbers mean greater imbalance; lower numbers, better
racial-ethnic balance.
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Changes in Racial Balance

imbalance cannot be reduced by transferring students between schools. Therefore, racial
imbalance measures were only calculated for districts in which viable desegregation strategies
could be implemented: districts with more than one regular school serving students at the same
grade level.

The racial exposure measure (see Appendix A for the calculation of the formula) indicates
the percentage of white students that attend the typical minority student's school. It can range
from 0 (indicating that there are no white students in the typical minority student's school) to <
100 (a single minority student and all other students white). Higher values indicate greater
exposure of minority students to white students. The racial exposure measure is sensitive to and
is limited by the district's racial-ethnic composition; if a district is 10 percent white, the weighted
racial exposure measure for this district cannot exceed 10 percent.

Racial exposure measures are meaningful for districts that have only a single school as well
as districts that serve more than one regular school at a given grade level. For purposes of
comparability, racial exposure measures for districts with more than one school at a given grade
level are presented in this chapter.

Racial exposure measures are presented both as district averages and weighted by the number
of minority students in a district. The unweighted district average is the sum of all of these
measures divided by the total number of school districts. It provides an indication of the
proportion of white students in a typical school district (regardless of the district's size). Since
racial-ethnic composition (i.e., proportion minority students) is associated with district size, this
simple district average does not describe racial exposure from the perspective of the typical
minority student. For this reason, weighted racial exposure means are also presented. The
weighted measure shows the proportion of students who are white in the average minority
student's school. The maximum value for the weighted mean is the percentage of white non-.
Hispanics in the school population.

In the fallowing tables, both racial balance and racial exposure proportions have been
rr iltiplied by 100 and are presented as percentages.

Summary of Findings

Using two different measures of desegregation recess (changes in the index of racial
imbalance and the index of minority exposure), there is evidence of slight desegregation
improvements from 1987-88 to 1990-91.

In the typical urban school district in 1990-91. it would have been necessary to move
over one-quarter of the white non-Hispanic students to other schools to achieve perfect
racial balance in the district.

In 1990 -9/ the most racially unbalanced districts were those with the highest proportion
of minority students in 1987-88. Improvements in these districts' racial balance from
1987-88 to 1990-91 were minimal, at best.
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The most affluent school districts in 1987-88 (that is, those with the lowest percentage of
school-age children in poverty) had the greatest declines in their minority exposure index
from 1987-88 to 1990-91. This negative effect remained even after controlling for other
district characteristics.

Detailed Description of Findings

General desegregation trends. From 1987-88 to 1990-91, there was little evidence of
overall improvement in desegregation within school districts. In districts with more than one
regular school serving students at a given grade level, racial imbalance in the typical district
improved very slightly, decreasing from 18.9 percent to 18.8 percent. (In other words, in 1990-
91, 18.8 percent of the "minority" students in the typical district would have had to be transferred
to other schools to bring about perfect racial balance.)

Racial exposure measures provided equivocal information. From the perspective that
inert 4ses in racial exposure are positive indicators of desegregation success, the weighted and
unweighted decreases from 1987-88 to 1990-91 are negative results. From 1987-88 to 1990-91,

the proportion of white children in the typical minority student's school declined by 1 percent
(from 37 percent to 36 percent), However, this measure is effectively limited by the proportion
of white non-Hispanic students in a district and was substantially due to a decline in the
proportion of school children nationally who are white non-Hispanic. Since the nationwide
proportion of white school children declined by 1.4 percentmore than the 1.0 percent decline
in the percentage of white non-Hispanic students in the typical minority si adent's schoolover
this time period, it an be argued that the decline was not as large as might have been expected.
(see table 4.1).

Table 4.1 Racial imbalance and racial exposure in regular districts with more than one regular school
servinven ade level overall: 1987-88 to 1990-91

Number of Number of Racial
Number of Students for Students for Racial Racial Exposure
Students Imbalance Exposure Imbalance Exrosure (Weighted)

1987.88 39,963,281 35,484,780 35,409,227 18.9 80.3 37.0
1988-89 40,120,672 33,772,041) 35,714,936 18.5 79.5 37.0
1989-90 40,408,326 35,895,979 35,843,964 18.7 79.3 36.4
1990-91 40,911,261 36,346,241 36,273,076 18.8 78.8 36.0

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91.
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District metropolitan status. Throughout the 1987-88 to 1990-91 period, within-district
racial imbalance was greatest in urban district and lowest in suburban districts (see table 4.2).
Racial exposure, reflecting the lower proportions of white students, was also the lowest in these
urban districts. The 1990-91 weighted racial exposure index of 24.3 percent means that in the
typical urban school, less than one-quarter (24.3 percent) of the students to which the typical
minority student was exposed were white.32

In 1990-91, the typical urban district had a racial imbalance index of 25.1 percent, meaning
that one-quarter of the minority students would have to be reassigned to other schools within the
district to bring about perfect district racial balance.

District size. From 1987-88 to 1990-91, the largest school districts (those with enrollments
of 10,000 and over) were the most racially imbalanced districts. All but the smallest (enrollment
of less than 1,000) school districts showed slight overall improvements in their racial balance
(see table 4.3).

Racial exposure measures for districts serving fewer than 10,000 students were all quite
comparable. On the other hand, in the typical large district (in 1990-91), the representative
minority student was attending a school that was less than one-third (31 percent) white. In the
usual district of this size, the representative minority student was in a school that was
approximately 50 percent white (see table 3.5).

Racial-ethnic composition. The racial-ethnic composition of a district (i.e., its percentage of
minorities in 1987) was strongly associated with its levels of racial imbalance and racial
exposure. Districts with the highest and lowest proportions of minority students were the most
racially imbalanced districts; those with between 5 percent and 50 percent minority were the
most racially balanced. In districts with low proportions of minority students (less than 5
percent), higher racial imbalance indices did not represent serious problems. In these districts,
the racial imbalance index represents the proportion of minority students who would have to
have been transferred to ensure perfect racial balance. In a district that was 4.9 percent minority
(the maximum possible in this category), a racial imbalance index of 21.8 percent means that
21.8 percent of the minority students (comprising only 4.9 percent of the district's enrollment), or
1.1 percent of the district's total enrollment, would have to have been transferred to ensure
perfect racial balance (see table 4.4).

32
In 1990-91, white students comprised 42 percent of the urban school enrollment. This percentage is the

maximum racial exposure to whites that can be achieved in urban districts. SOURCE: U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys, 1990 -199I.

57
I



Changes in Racial Balance

Table 4.2- Racial Imbalance and racial exposure in regular districts with more than one regular schoolserviFludentsat a vaLtrvel, by metropolitan status: 1987-88 to 1990-91

Number of
Students for
Imbalance
Anal sis

Number of
Students for

Exposure Racial
Imbalance

Racial
Racial

Exposure
(Weighted)

Overall

_Exposure

1987-88 35,484,780 35,409,227 18.9 80.3 37."
1988-89 35,772,049 35,714,936 18 5 79,5
1989-90 35,895,979 35,843,964 18.7 36.4
1990-91 36,346,241 36,273,076 18.8 78,8 36.0

Metropolitan status

Urban/central cities
1987-88 10,700,025 10,700,025 25.6 58.1 25.2
1988-89 10,736.681 10,736,681 25.2 57.5 25.2
1989-90 10,700,565 10,700,565 25.3 56.9 :4.7
1990-91 10,793,012 10.793,012 25.1 56.4 24.3

Suburban/metropolitan
1987-88 17,009,853 16,991,340 17.3 82.7 59.8
1988-89 17,149,749 17,130,603 17.1 82.0 30.3
1989-90 17,295,099 17,282,096 17.0 81.3 49.3
1990-91 17,675,399 17,665,207 16.9 80.9 48.3

Rural
1987-88 7,774,902 7,717,862 19.5 81.1 48.3
1988-89 7,885,619 7,847,652 18.8 80.4 48.4
1989-90 7,900;315 7,861,303 19.4 807 47.7
1990-91 7,877,830 7,814,857 19.8 80.3 47.3MIMMIEVEW7151711

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91.
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Table 4.3- Racial imbalance and racial exposure in regular districts with more than one regular school
serving students at a given grade level. by size: 1987-88 to 1990-91

Number of
S -.dents for
I r,:halance
Anal sis

Number of
Students for

Exposure
Analysis

Racial
Imbalance

Racial
Exposure

Racial
Exposure

(Weighted)

Overall
1987-88 35,484,780 35,409,227 18.9 80.3 37.0

1988-89 35,772,049 35,714,936 18.5 79.5 37.0
1989-90 35,895,979 35,843,964 18.7 79.3 36.4

1990-91 35.346.241 36.273,076 18.8 78.8 36.0

Size

- 999

1987-8F 736,016 702,858 17.0 84.4 52.2

1988-89 714,2E8 731,325 16.8 84.0 52.8
1989-90 703,365 671,195 17.4 83.6 49.1

(990-91 671,932 628,478 17.9 83.3 48.6

1.000 4,99.3

1987-'68 10.596.149 1 0,553,774 18.0 83.5 52.9
1983.89 10,646,513 10,612,363 17.4 82.6 52.5

198990 10,592,995 10,573,150 17.7 82.6 51.5

1990-91 :0,500,417 10,470,756 17.7 82.4 51.0

ti,000 - 9.999
1987-88 6,495.298 6,495,298 20.1 73.7 48.4
1988-89 6,398.9136 6.398,986 19.9 73.1 48.3
1980 -90 6,440,945 6,440,945 19,7 71.8 47.3
! !.490 -91 6.383971 6,383,973 19,6 72.8 47.0

10,060 ov'r
1087 88 17,972,262 I '972,262 26.1 60.7 31.1

1988-89 17,657,297 17,657,297 26.4 61.1 31.2

!WA' 90 18,215,646 18.215.646 25.9 60.2 30.9

1990 91 18,732,947 18,732,947 25.8 ..,...5 30.6

SOURCE U S Departmcrt of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
.901; 1
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Table 4.4- Racial imbalance and racial exposure in regular districts with more than one regular school
serving students at a given grade level, by racial-ethnic composition in 1987-88: 1987-88 to
1990-91

Number of
Students for

Imbalance
Analysis

Number of
Students for
Exposure
Analysis

Racial
Imbalance

Racial
Exposure

Racial
Exposure

(Weighted)

Overall
1987-88 35,484,780 35,409,227 18.9 80.3 37.0

1988-89 35,772,049 35,714,936 18.5 79.5 37.0
1989-90 35,895,979 35,843,964 18.7 79.3 36.4

1990-91 36,346,241 36,273,076 18.8 78.8 36 0

Percent minority

0 - < 5%
1987-88 7,011,664 6,936,111 22.1 97.1 95.7
1988-89 6,625,380 6.568,267 21.6 97.1 95.7
1989-90 6,715,749 6.663,734 21.6 97.2 95.8
1990-91 6,763,471 6,690,306 21.8 97.2 95.8

5 - < 20%
1987-88 9,609,221 9,609,221 15.0 87.7 83.4
1988-89 9,696,482 9,696,482 15.3 87.7 83.5
1989-90 9.509,634 9,509,634 15.2 87.6 83.4
1990-91 9,270.688 9,270,688 15.2 87.2 83.3

20% < 50%
1987-88 9,160,655 9,160,655 15.2 63 8 58.8
1988-89 9.439,758 9,439,758 14.7 64.2 58.9
1989-90 9,544,192 9,544,192 15.1 63.7 58.4
1990-91 9,853,645 9,853,645 14.8 63.8 58.2

50% and over
1987-88 9,703,240 9.703,240 24.3 25.8 19.4

1988-89 10,010,429 10,010,429 23.0 26.0 19.7

1989-90 10,126,404 10,126,404 23.3 25.3 19.1

1990-91 10,458,437 10,458,437 23.1 25.4 18.9

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National
1990-91.

Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
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SES. Racial imbalance was greater and racial exposure was lower in the least affluent
districts from 1987-88 to 1990-91. Although some slight improvement occurred in racial balance
in the poorest districts during this time period, there was no evidence of consistent improvement
(see table 4.5).

The greatest declines in minority exposure to white non-Hispanic students (racial exposure)
occurred in the e.- affluent districts. Since minority exposure measures reflect the proportion
of white dishic', a decline of 3.5 percent (69.7 percent - 66.2 percent) in the racial

wet:sore ra produced by a decline of 3.5 percent in the number of white students
ct it district, with at ,:`!er factors remaining the same. However, the proportion of white

the most tivent districts only decreased by 1.4 percent (see table 3.3). Most of the
L-. ement was due factors other than the district's loss of white non-Hispanic students.

-7$ imbLile..ce as a function of district characteristics. Multivariate
.ncee'e's) were employed to identify the relationships between specific

dim 'tie absolute levels of racial imbalance (in 1987-88) and changes
,) 1990-91). These analyses provide scant evidence of
over this time period (see table 4.6).

Sit... Front 1.-,%;;- 68 to 1990-91, disnict size was strongly associated with racial imbalance
Ic vels whether or not cont.hilling for other district characteristics (district metroplitan status,
percentage of minorities, anASES): The larger the district, the greater the degree of imbalance.
The importance of this factor is made even more evident when controlling for other district
characteristics. Although districts with fewer than 1,000 students had the least imbalance in
1987-88 among multischoo1districts (imbalance index=17), unlike larger districts they became
slightly more imbalanced (an increase of 1 in the index) during the next 3 years."

SES. Although the basic relationships between SES and racial imbalance (i.e., racial
imbalance decreases with increasing affluence) remained after controlling for other district
characteristics, the differences between the richest and poorest districts were slightly diminished
from 1987-88 to 1990-91. Racial imbalance was clearly associated with district poverty. When
controlling for other district characteristics, only very small changes w .e found in nxial
imbalance for any of these different types of districts during this 3-year period.

" Changes of less than ± 0 05 are indicated as "0.0."
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Table 4.5- Racial imbalance and racial exposure in regular districts with more than one regular school
serving students at a given grade level, by SES (percentage of population in poverty): 1987-88 to
1990-91'

Overall

Number of Number of
Students for Students for Racial
Imbalance Exposure Racial Racial ExposureAnaLysLArials1rpLg2nbalanceEx sure Wei Ned

1987-88 35,378,124 35,303,068 18.9 80.3 37.0
1988-89 35,747,007 35,690,271 18.5 79.5 37.0
198)-90 35,895,979 35,843,964 18.7 79.3 36.4
1991. -91 36,341,436 36,268,457 18.8 78.8 36.0

Percentag, of school-age children in poverty: 1996

0 - < 5%
1987-88 3,858,208 3,856,499 15.4 88.7 69.7
1988-89 3,904,635 3,901,610 15.7 88.3 68.7
1989-90 3,943,867 3,942,813 15.0 87.8 67.4
1990-91 4,012,121 4,011,761 15.4 87.5 66.2

5 < 15%
1987-88 12.034,486 12,004,414 18.1 87.1 61.6
1988-89 12,157,095 12,136,024 17.8 86.7 61.1
1989-90 12.295.593 12,280.161 18.0 86.2 59.9
1990-91 12,531,874 12,509,222 17.9 85.7 58.7

15% - < 25%
1987-88 9,668,448 9,643,039 19.4 81.2 46.2
1988-89 9,763,613 9,744,005 18.9 80.8 45.7
1989-90 9,838,322 9,819,843 19.0 80.7 44.6
1990-91 9,992,406 9,960.570 19.4 80.3 43.7

25% and over
1987-88 9,816,982 9,799,116 22.5 57.1 21.8
1988-89 9,921,664 9,908,632 21.2 56.5 21.9
1989-90 9,818,197 9,801.147 22.1 56.1 21.2
1990-91 9,805,035 9,786,904 22.2 55.3 20.7I=1

8 Only districts for which SES data were available are included in these analyse..

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91; U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. School District Data Book Version 1,0. June
1994.
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Table 4.6- Changes in racial Imbalance in regular districts with more than one school serving students at a
given grade level, as a function of district characteristics: 1987-88 to 1990-911

Number of
Students

in Analysis

Racial
Imbalance
(1987-88)

Change
Racial

Imbalance

Equated
Mean
Racial

Imbalance
(198788)

Equated
Mean

Change
Racial

Imbalance

Overall 34,733,082 19.3 -0.0 (*) ft),

Size (1987)
0 999 553,332 17.7 1.2 17.0 1.0

1,000 4,999 10,048,616 18.3 -0.2 18.2 -0.1

5,000 - 9,999 6,473,837 20.1 -0.1 20.8 .0.2

10,000 and over 17,657,297 26.4 0.1 26.5 0.0

Metropolitan status (1987)
Urban/central cities 10.680,805 25.7 -0.1 21.4 -0.2
Suburban/metropolitan 16,660,908 17.5 -0.4 18.2 -0.2

Rural 7,391,369 20.2 0.5 19.2 0.7

Percent minority (1987)
< 5% 6,620,794 22.6 -1.3 24.1 -1.4
5% < 20% 9,417,628 15.4 1.8 16.1 1.8

20% < 50% 9,051,538 15.7 -0.3 13.5 -0.1

50% and over 9,643,122 24.9 -0.1 20 9 0.1

SES (% of school-age children in poverty: 1990)
0% - < 5% 3,784,058 15.6 0.0 16.0 0.5
5% - < 15% 11.764,972 18.3 -0.1 18.3 0.1

15% - < 25% 9.483,838 19.8 0.3 20.0 0,1

25% and over 9,700,214 23.5 -0.1 22.8 -0.4

a Only districts for which SES data were available are included in these analyses.

NOTE: Numbers in this table are not directly comparable to numbers presented earlier in the chapter because data are provided
only for districts that were in existence both in 1987-88 and 1990-91.

It) Values for Overall "Equated Mean Racial Imbalance (1987-88)" and "Equated Mean Change Racial Imbalance" are omitted
because they are the same as the simple means, by definition.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. School District Data Book Version 1.0, June
1994.

Other district characteristics. From 1987-88 to 1990-91, racial imbalance was highest in
urban districts and lowest in suburban districts. However, this difference was largely indirect;
controlling for other factors, the difference was less than half as large. Racial imbalance was also
related to a district's minority composition. Racial imbalance was highest in the districts with
the highest and lowest proportions of minority students. As previously noted, the relatively high
levels of racial imbalance in the districts with minority compositions of less than 5 percent
should not be considered serious problems on a pragmatic level. However, this is not true of the
high levels in districts that are at least 50 percent minority.
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There was improvement (reduction) in racial imbalance between 1987-88 and 1990-91 in
districts with fewer than 5 percent minorities, but this was matched by an increase in racial
imbalance in districts with between 5 and 20 percent minorities and rural districts. Generally,
the changes in the racial imbalance index during these years were much smaller than both the
values of the index and the differences between different categories of districts.

Changes in racial e' posure as a function of district characteristics. As with racial
imbalance changes, multivariate analyses (general linear models) were employed to identify the
relationships between specific district characteristics and both the absolute levels of racial
exposure (in 1987-88) and changes in this measure (from 1987-88 to 1990-91). The decline in
minority exposure to white non-Hispanic students over this time period reflects an overall
decline in the proportion of white students in the student population. The racial exposure indc°.

is limited by the proportion of white students in a district. With fewer white non- Hispanic
students in a district, the proportion of white non-Hispanic students in the typical minority
student's school would naturally be expected to decrease. Nonetheless, these changes were
associated with specific district characteristics in a clear and consistent fashion (see table 4.7).

SES. Other than the percent minority in the district, socioeconomic status was the factor
most strongly associated both with levels of racial exposure in 1987-88 and with changes in these
levels. Districts with the fewest school-age children in poverty had the highest levels of racial
exposure, and controlling for percent minority, this relationship was still apparentthe average
racial exposure index in the most affluent districts was 42.5, compared to 34.1 in the least
affluent districts. Although the most affluent districts had the greatest levels of racial exposure in
1987-88, they also had the largest declines from 1987-88 to 1990-91 (adjusted, - 4.6 percent and
-4.1 percent; unadjusted, both -2.8 percent). This trend can be only weakly related to c;ianges in
the proportions of white non-Hispanic students in these affluent districts; these districts had
adjusted declines of only 1.5 percent and 1.6 percent in their proportions of white students over
this time period. These changes were substantially greater than the decrease in white student
enrollments and must be attributed to other factors. The changes were also independent of
factors such as district size, metropolitan status, and percentage of minorities. Using racial
exposure changes as an indicator of desegregation trends, the most affluent districts performed
worst from 1987-88 to 1990-91.

Other district characteristics. Simple crosstabulations indicate higher racial exposure in
small districts and in suburban and rural districts. However, among districts with similar
concentrations of minority students, the equated means in table 4.7 indicate that there was very
little variation in racial exposure between large and small or urban and rural districts.

Since racial exposure indices are heavily constrained by the proportion of white non-Hispanic
students in a district, strong relationships between this measure and a district's racial-ethnic
composition must be observed; however, this is not true of changes. The changes in this measure
closely mirror the changes in these types of districts' proportion of minority students (as
presented in table 4.7). The districts showing the largest unadjusted and adjusted increases in the
proportion of minority students (i.e., those with minority compositions of at least 20 percent)
showed the greatest declines in their racial exposure measures.
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Table 4.7- Changes in racial exposure in regular districts with more than one school serving students at
a yen rade level as a function of district characteristics: 1987-88 to 1990-91'

Overall

Number of Equated Equated
Minority Mean Mean
Students Racial Change Racial Change

in Analysis Exposure in Racial Exposure in Racial_Qt sure (1987 -88) Exposure

11,353,374 36.8 -2.0 (t)

Size (1987)
0 - 999 76,988 50.7 -0.3 36.9 -1.0
1,000 4,999 1,679,389 52.6 -1.6 38.0 -2.1

5.000 9,999 1.553,429 48.5 -2.3 37.8 -2.6
10,000 and fiver 8,043,568 31.1 -2.1 36.4 -1.9

Metropolitan status (1987)
Urban/central cities 6,026,180 25.2 -1.9 36.6 -2.1

Suburban/metropolitan 3,761,500 50.7 -2.7 36.3 -2.6
Rural 1,565,694 48.1 -0.7 39.0 -0.4

Percent minority (1987)
< 5%
5% < 20%
20% < 50%
50% and over

161,673
1,046,544
3,008,596
7,136,561

95.6 -0.4
83.3 -1.3
58.7 -2.5
19.4 -1.9

80.4
71.3
53.0
23.9

0.2
-0.6
-0.2
-0.2

SES (% of school-age children in poverty: 1990)
0% < 5% 457,697 69.7 -2.8 42.5 -4.6
5% - < 15% 2.040,780 61.5 -2.8 41.2 -4. I

15% - < 25% 2,819,122 46.0 -2.2 38.5 -2.3
25% and over 6,035,775 21.6 -1.6 34.1 -1.01.10111.P.11.1=i

a Only districts for which SES data were available are included in these analyses.

NOTE: Numbers in this table are not directly comparable to numbers presented earlier in the chapter because:
(1) Data are provided only for schools that were in existence both in 1987-88 and 1990-91, and
(2) Change data are weighted by the school's 1987.88 minority enrollment.

(11 Values for Overall "Equated Mean Racial Exposure (1987 -88)" and "Equated Mean Change in Racial Exposure" are omitted
because they are the same as the simple means. by definition.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986.87 to
1990-91; U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, School District Data Book Version 1.0, Tune
1994.
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Questions for Further Research

Underlying analyses of racial-ethnic composition and changes is a belief that there is a
relationship between racial-ethnic composition and education quality. In order to promote racial
balance in the public school system, billions of dollars have been spent in the past decade. In
spite of these efforts, improvements in the overall racial balance of the nation's public school
system have been slight. Answers to the following questions could shed further light on the
success of desegregation efforts and processes.

How has the distribution of students of different racial-ethnic groups changed? That is, has
the racial imbalance of specific groups (for example, Asians) changed disproportionately to
that of other racial-ethnic groups?

How has the racial exposure (to white non-Hispanic students) of members of different
minority groups changed?

If there are differential changes in these measures for members of specific minority groups,
with what district and school characteristics are they associated?

How have specific programs designed to improve racial balance (such as the Magnet
Schools Assistance Program) affected the racial balance of the schools and districts
receiving this support?

Why have the most affluent districts had the greatest declines in their minority racial
exposure indices?

Are racial exposure and racial imbalance indices similar across regions of the United States.
and are these indices for county districts similar to other districts?

What relationships exist between these racial distribution indicators and characteristics such
as district size and metropolitan area size, both within and across different regions of the
United States?
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5 How Have Student/Teacher Ratios Changed?

Student/teacher ratios are often used as indicators of education resource distribution. Since
85 percent of public education expenditures go to staff salary and benefits (Chambers 1993),34
these ratios reflect a major education cost in a way that permits comparisons among agencies and
schools.

Student/teacher ratios are also directly responsive to policy activity at both the state and
district levels. By mandating changes in these ratios, policymakers can directly affect the
delivery of education services. Nearly half (47 percent) of the states and 41 percent of school
districts have policies prescribing class sizes for their high schools.35 Since 1980, the general
trend has been to decrease class size (i.e., to decrease student/teacher ratios) (Levine 1995;
Levine Arcilla, and Furtado 1995). This reflects a belief abcut education practices: small(er)
class sizes are generally better than larger class sizes, because more individualized attention can
be given to each student. Research findings are generally consistent with this belief (Finn and
Achilles 1990; Slavin 1989; Glass and Smith 1979).3e Acceptance of this belief permits the use
of class size as an indicator of education quality. The CCD has not collected data on class size,
but it provides information on a related measure: student/teacher ratios. Although a percentage
of teachers in any large district may not be teaching self-contained classes, the student/teacher
ra,io is highly correlated with class size.

In order to determine whether the nation's public schools are moving in directions consistent
with acceptance of this belief, and to determine the types of districts that are moving in such
directions, comparisons of student/teacher ratios in different types of school districts over time
were made. These comparisons are also informative about changes in resource distribution
policies and practices, both over time and as a function of district characteristics.

Even when mandated state and district policies related to student/teacher ratios are in place,
the implementation of these policies is not always consistent across all schools. Certain school
characteristics (particularly size) are logically associated with these ratios. For example, an
elementary school with only 12 third graders can try to combine grades with a single teacher

34 According to the 1988-89 National Public Education Finance Survey, teachers' salaries and benefits represent
52.8 percent of total (noncapital) expenditures; total personnel costs, 79.7 percent. It was estimated that another 5
percent should be added to these figures to account for the portion of purchased services that are allocated to
personal service contracts.

35 Class size and student/teacher ratio are related, but not identical, concepts. State and district policies are
generally manifested in terms of regulations about class size rather than student/teacher ratios. All other things being
equal, class size policies will have an effect on student/teacher ratios.

36 For a contrasting opinion, see Tomlinson, T. (1988). Class Size and Public Policy: Politics and Panaceas.
U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and Improvement, PIP 88-838.
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serving more than one grade, or it can provide 1 teacher to serve these 12 students. The impact
of specific school characteristics w...s also investigated.

Methodology

The CCD Surveys do not request teacher counts from school districts. Instead, the numbers
of teachers employed by each school in the district are aggregated to serve as an indicator of the
number of teachers employed by the district.'' In preparing overall and category means,
student/teacher ratios were weighted by the number of teachers in the district (or school). In
other words, the overall student/teacher ratio is equal to the total number of students in the
districts analyzed divided by the total number of teachers in these districts. Similarly, the mean
student/teacher ratio for districts of a particular type (e.g., urban districts) represents the total
number of students in this type of district divided by the total number of teachers in this type of
district.

Summary of Findings

The average student/teacher ratio declined by 4 percent (from 18.0 to 17.3 percent) from
1986-87 to 1990-91.

From 1986-87 to 1990-91, high school student/teacher .tins were strongly associated
with school size; overall student/teacher ratios were strongly associated with district size.
Larger student/t .icher ratios were associated with larger districts and with larger high
schools; smaller ratios, with smaller districts and smaller high schools.

For each year from 1986-87 through 1990-91, urban dist; :cts and high schools in large
cities had the highest student/teacher ratios; rural districts and high schools in rural
areas had the lowest student/teacher ratios.

Student/teacher ratios were lowest in the most affluent districts from 1986-87 to 1990-91.
Student/teacher ratios were similar in districts with all other affluence levels.

During this period, student/teacher ratios were related to the proportion of minority
students in a district. Schools with the highest concentrations of minority students had
the highest student/teacher ratios. This difference occurred independently of all other
district characteristics investigated.

Student/teacher ratios were higher in elementary schools than in high schools during the
time period studied.

37
As a result of rounding, the aggregated number of teachers underestimates the total number of teachers in

many districts. CCD district files also contain some districts for which enrollment counts are provided, but for which
there are no linkable schools. The procedures employed to deal with these situation; and their prevalence are
discussed in Appendix B. Because of these procedures, the numbers of teachers reported in this section may not be
directly comparable with those in other reports.
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Student /teacher ratios were lowest in special educaticn schools from 1986-87 to 1990-91.
Although the vast majority of special education students were served by regular schools,
those whose needs could nor be met in regular schools attended specialized schools with
very low studentheacher ratios.

Detailed Description of Findings

General trends in student/teacher ratios. As indicated in table 5.1, the number of teachers
increased every year from 1586-87 through 1990-91. Student enrollments also increased over
this period (see table 1.3); however, proportionally, increases in the number of teachers exceeded
increases in student enrollments. As a result the average district student/teacher ratio declined
consistently over the 1986-87 to 1990-91 period.'

District metropolitan status. From 1986-87 through 1990-91, a consistent pattern was
found between student/teacher ratios and a district's metropolitan status or urbanicity. Rural
districts had the lowest student/teacher ratios, and urban districts had the highest ratios (see table
5 2). The differences were small, ranging from 16.4 to 18.6.

Declines in the student/teacher ratios in all types of districts of slightly less than one student
per teacher chuacterized the 1986-87 to 1990-91 period. Over this period, the difference
between these ratios in uiSan and rural districts remained about 1.4 students per teacher.

Table 5.1 StudenVteacber ratios in regular districts: 1986-87 to 1990.91

Number of Teachers in Analysis Studetereacher Ratio

1986-87 2.201,351 18 (1
1407.8g 2.246,968 17,6
1988-K9 2,264.:80 17.6
1989-90 2,317.646 17.4
1990-91 2.362,257 173

SOURCE 1, S Department of Education, !stational Center for Educadort Statistics Common Care of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
w)91

nR Student/teacher ratios are rounded to the nearest truth In 19147-88, the student/teacher ratio, rounded to the
nearest hundredth, was 17 WI: in 1988-89, 17 57
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Table 5.2 Student/teacher ratios of re districts b metro i i litan status: 1986-87 to 1990-91

Number of Teachers in Anal sis

AMOMISM=MB

StudenUTeacher Ratio

Overall
1986-87 2,201,351 18.0
1987-88 2.246,968 17.6
1988-89 2,264.280 17.6
1989-90 2,317.646 17.4
1990-91 2,362,257 17.3

Metropolitan status

Urban/central cities
1986-87 633.523 18.6

1987-88 593,473 18.3

1988-89 597,369 18.1

1989-90 610,771 17.8

1990-91 622.935 17.7

Suburban/metropolitan
1986-87 959.441 1 S.1

1987-88 1,042.854 17.8

1988-89 1.054,458 17.7

1989-90 1,074,765 17.6

1990-91 1,100,933 17.6

Rural
1986-87 608.387 17.1

1987-88 610,641 16.8

1988-89 612,452 16.8
1989-90 632.110 16.5

1990-91 638,390 16.4
MINE131!EN r

SOURCE: U S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91

District size. There is a strong relationship betwee7 district size and student/teacher ratios
(see table 5.3). From 1986-87 to 1990 -91, student/teacher ratios increased with increasing
district size. Student/teacher ratios were always highest in the largest districts and diminished
with decreasing district size.

Smaller schools tended to be in smaller districts; large schools, in larger districts. (Schools
with more than 1,000 students, by definition, cannot exist in districts with fewer than 1,000
students.) The relationships between school size and student/teacher ratios are discussed later in
this chapter.
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Table 5.3 Studentiteacher ratios of re: ar districts b district size: 1986-87 to 1990-91

Number of Teachers in Anal sis Student/Teacher Ratio

Overall
1986-87
1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91

Size

2,201,351
2,246,968
2,264,280
2,317,646
2,362,257

18.0
17.6
17.6
17.4
17.3

0 - 999
1986-87 199,545 14.8

1987-88 201,978 14.5

1988-89 200,108 14.7

1989-90 203,957 14.3

1990-91 204,232 14.2

1,000 4,999
1986-87 721,176 17.4

1987-88 730,547 17.1

1988-89 732,216 16.9

1989-90 745,076 16.8

1990-91 746,927 16.8

5,000 - 9,999
1986-87 365,093 17.8

1987-88 361,380 17.7

1988-89 363,417 18.4

1989-90 372,120 17.4

1990-91 365,617 17.6

10 0(X) and over
1 (,86-87 919,716 19.1

1987-88 970,576 18.6

1988-89 948,574 18.7

1989-90 1,002,995 18.3

1990-91 1,038,979 18.3

SOURCE: U S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91
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SES (poverty rates). In the period examined, districts with the lowest poverty rates (i.e.,
fewer than 5 percent of children in poverty) had about one fewer student per teacher than other
districts. However, student/teacher ratios in the poorest districts (i.e., 25 percent or more
children in poverty) were nearly indistinguishable from those in districts with poverty rates
between 5 and 25 percent. Differences between these three types of districts never exceeded 0.3
students per teacher and were usually within ± 0.2 students per teacher (see table 5.4).

Table 5.4-- Student/teacher ratios of regular districts, by SES (percentage of population in viverty): 1986-87
to 1990.91' a-n-n

Number of Ter,chers in Analysis Student/Teacher Ratio

Overall
1986-87 2.201.351 18.0

1987-88 2.237,744 17.6

1988-89 2,261,721 17.6

1989-90 2,317,646 17 4

1990-91 2,360,796 17.3

Percentage of school-age children in poverty: 1990

<5%
1986-87 249,075 16.9

1987-88 255,468 1'

1988-89 259,686
1989-90 264,584 16.4

1990-91 270,570 16.4

5% < 15%
1986-87 753,167 18.1

1987-88 764,175 17.8

1988-89 772,646 17.7

1989-90 /91,860 17.7

1990-91 811,517 17.6

15% < 25%
1986-87 605,564 18.0

1987-88 613,894 17.7

1988-89 619,485 17.7

1989-90 641,132 17.4

1990-91 650,759 17.4

25% and over
1986-87 593,4:i 13.3
1987-88 604,201 17.9

1988-89 609,)O5 17.7

1989-90 62', 070 17,4

1990-91 61',950 17.3WIMMAVIIVIRMINMIE.
Only districts for which SES data were a%,tlah,.. an. ;n 13ese analyses.

4.111M
SOURCE. U.S Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91. U S Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistic., School District Data Rook Version 10. June
1994
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itlicial-ethnic composition. Throughout the period examined, a strong relationship was
found between student/teacher ratios and a district's racial-ethnic composition. The greater the
proportion of minority students in 3. district, the higher the student/teacher ratio (see table 5.5).
High minority districts ave;arCt a:,00, 1.5 more students per teacher than low minority districts.

Table 5.5 Student/teacher ratios of re ill',..ttrjet....Sly racial-ethnic composition: 1987 -88 to 1990-91'

Number of Teachers in Anal sis Studentfreacher Ratio

ANN

1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91

Percent minonty

<5%
1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91

5% - < 20%
1937-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91

2,245,751
2,263.145
2,316,537
/,361,3?5

S41,754
514,176
535,803
551,447

605,820
617,371
612,761
595.077

17.7

17.6
17.4
17.3

16.7

16.7

16.5

16.3

17.5

17.4

17.3

17.2

20% < 50%
1987-88 552,05 17.8

1988.89 568.510 17.8

1989-90 585,792 17.6

1990-91 606,177 17.5

50% and over
1987-88 546,122 18.5

1988-89 563,088 18.4

1989-90 582,181 18.1

1990-91 608,683 18.0

Only districts with nonzero students counts are included in these analyses.

SOURCE: U S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91

Type of school. As noted in chapter 2 of this report, the number of special education
students in regular school districts increased from 1987-88 to 1990-91 by 1,387,622 (about 56
percent). During this time period, the number of students enrolled in special education schools
remained relatively constant, increasing by only 12,591 (about 8 percent). this finding suggests
that school districts are following a policy of placing special education students in the least
restrictive environment (mainstreaming) to the greatest extent possible. Those students not
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mainstreamed (i.e., those being educated in schools that on4 serve specia; education students)
should comprise a population in need of more intensive services. Therefore, ii is not surprising
that student/teacher ratios were lowest in special education schools from 1986-87 to 1990-91 (see
table 5.6).

Table 5.6.-- Student/teacher ratios of different schools b : 1986-87 to 1990-91'
=MOM= MIMI

Number of Teachers in Anal', sis Student/Teacher Ratio

Overall
1986-87 2,200,958 17.9

1987-88 2,245,966 17.7

1988-89 2,263,280 17.6

1989-90 2.316,670 17.4

1990-91 2,361,840 17.3

Type

Regular scha
1986-87 2,149,504 18.1

1487-88 2,198,670 17 9

1988-89 2,217,827 17.8

1989-90 2,265,762 17.6

1990-91 2,312.326 17.5

Special education school
1986-8i 25,193 8.6
1387-88 22,951 6 5

1988-89 22,500 6.9
1989-90 22,871 6.6
1990-91 24,444 6.6

Vocational education school
1986-87 20,312 9.5
1987-88 16,772 7.3

1988-89 16,463 7.4

1989-90 17,744 7.4

1490-91 16,044 6.9

Alternath.c educauon school
1986-87 5,949 10.1

1987-88 7,573 12.5

1988-89 6,490 10.4

1989-40 10,293 12.3

1990-91 9,026 11.7

Schools for which "school type" was missing are not included in this analysis.

SOURCE. U S Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91
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During the time period studied, student/teacher ratios in vocational education schools were
lower than those in regular schools. Vocational education schools are typically high schools,
which have lower student/teacher ratios than the regular schools overall. When compared with
high schools, however, the average student/teacher ratio in vocational education schools was
much lower. This finding suggests the possibility of smaller classes and/or proportionally more
teachers at vocational high schools. The number of students enrolled in vocational high schools
decreased by 42 percent from 1986-87 to 1990-91, while the number of teachers declined by 21
percent. Some of these declines may reflect the growth of magnet schools and a tendency to
label vocationally oriented magnet schools as "regular" rather than "vocational education"
schools.

From 1986-87 to 1990-91, the number of students enrolled in alternative education schools
increased by 77 percent, and the number of teachers increased by 52 percent. Growth was quite
erratic; student/teacher ratios in these schools also changed erratically over time. Some of this
growth may reflect arbitrariness in classifying schools and the apparent practice of reclassifying a
school from year to year as its education focus changes.39

School characteristics. Student/teacher ratios are influenced by school characteristics. One
of the most important of these is the grade levels served. In 1987-88, the student/teacher ratio for
elementary schools in regular school districts was 18.9; for secondary (high) schools, 17.1..4° In
order to investigate how student/teacher ratios vary as a function of school characteristics (other
than grade levels served), only schools serving a particular grade range (secondary schools) were
analyzed to avoid the confound of grade level. Secondary schools, rather than elementary
schools were selected because of the greater homogeneity of grade levels served.

School locale. The CCD classifies the locale of a school relative to populous areas accoming
to a hierarchy of seven locale codes. (The definitions of these locale codes are provided in
Appendix ADefinitions of Key forms.) Within a district classified as urban/central city, there
can be different types of school locales. To investigr c-1 further the relationships between
student/teacher ratios and locale, analyses by school locale were performed.

39 As previously noted, of the 866 schools classified as alternative education schools in 1987-88. only 521 (60
percent) were alternative education schools in each of the next 3 years; 15;. ,.3 percent) closed down; and the
remainder (1g7. or 22 percent) changed their status at least once or disappeared for at least 1 year before reappearing
in 1990-91.

ao In high schools, student/teacher ratios are not the same as class size. In a secondary school with an eight-
period class day. the typical teacher may have instructional responsibilities for five periods while the typical ..'udent
milt! t take six or seven classes. As a result (especially when physical education classes are included), the average
class size in a high school can be much higher than the school's student/teacher ratio.
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High schools in large cities had the highest student/teacher ratios; those in rural areas, the
lowest (see table 5.7). From 1986-87 to 1990-91, these ratios consistently declined in high
schools in every locale! This trend leveled off by 1989-90; changes between 1989-90 and
1990-91 were slight in all locales.

School size. There are very strong relationships between high school size and student/teacher
ratios; The larger the high school, the higher the student/teacher ratio (see table 5.8). By 1990-
91, the student/teacher ratio in the smallest high schools was less than two-thirds (62 percent) of
the student/teacher ratio in the largest high schools.

The student/teacher ratios declined from 1986-87 to 1990-91 in high schools of all sizes. The
smallest high schools showed a marked decline in both student/teacher ratios and teachers from
1986-87 to 1987-88. This decline was due to the closing of 150 high schools and the grade-level
restructuring of 212 other high schools.42 After 1987-88, student/teacher ratios remained
relatively constant in the smallest high schools, while student/teacher ratios in high schools of all
other sizes decreased by at least 0.5 students per teacher.

41
There was one exception to this pattern: a slight (0.1) increase in student/teacher ratio in urban fringe high

schools between 1989-9C. and 1990-91.

42 Of the 212 high schools that restructured. 133 were in a single state These high schools all became
"combination" schools, serving students at lower grade levels than they previously served.
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Table 5.7- Student/teacher ratios of regular high schools, by locale: 1986-87 to 1990-91

Number of Teachers in Anal sis Student/Teacher Ratio

Overall
1986-87 657,186 17.6
1987-88 661,273 17.1
1988-89 653,795 16.8
1989-90 655,641 16.4
1990-91 652,316 16.4

Locale

Large city
1986-87 69,939 19.5
1987-88 70,617 19.0
1988-89 69,878 18.6
1989.90 69,539 18.1
1990-91 70,418 18.1

Mid-size city
1986-87 94,269 18.8
1987-88 95,850 18.3
1988-89 95,453 18.0
1989-90 93,771 17.6
1990-91 94,272 17.4

Urban fringe of large city
1986-87 115,144 18.4
1987-88 113,878 17.8
1988-89 111,733 17.5
1989-90 112,600 17.2
1990-91 111,959 17.2

Urban fringe of mid-size city
1986-87 77,539 17.8
1987-88 79,028 17.4
1988-89 78,306 17.1
1989-90 77,239 16.7
1990-91 77,029 16.8

Large town
1986-87 14,867 18.3
1987.88 14,950 17.7
1988-89 14,521 17.3
1989-90 14,361 17.0
1990-91 14,148 16.9

Small town
1986-87 157,786 17.1
1987-88 159,773 16.8
1988-89 158,331 16.4
1989-90 158,929 15.9
1990-91 157,297 15.9

Rural
1986-87 127,642 15.2
1987-88 127,177 14.9
1988-89 125,573 14.7
1989-90 129,202 14.3
1990-91 127,193 14.3

NOTE: 1990-91 .ows use 1989-90 locale classifications.

SOURCE: U S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91
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Table 5.8 Student/teacher ratios of re ar hi h schools by school size: 1986-87 to 1990-91

Number of High School
Teachers in Anal sis Student/Teacher Ratio

AMIIIMMEN

Overall
1986-87
1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91

Size

657,186
661.273
653,795
655,641
652,316

17.6
17.1

16.8

16.4
16.4

0 - 249
1986-87 61.884 12.8
1987-88 45,516 11.3

1988-89 45.502 11.4

1989-90 47,157 11.0
1990-91 46,782 11.1

250 - 499
1986-87 68,852 15.5
1987-88 72.513 15.0
1988-89 74,797 14.8
1989-90 79,792 14,4

1990-91 78.476 14.5

500 999
1986-87 155.282 16 9

1987-88 164,281 16.4
1988-89 169.505 16.0
1989-90 174.979 15.7
1990-91 176.213 15.6

1.000 and over
1986-87 371,168 19.0
1987-88 378.963 18.6
1988-89 363.990 18.3
1989-90 353,713 17.9
1990-91 350,845 18.0

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91.
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Multivariate analyses (general linear models) were used to identify the types of districts and
high schools in which the greatest changes in Ftudent/teacher ratios occurred and to determine the
relative importance of specific district and school characteristics on these ratios. These analyses
hold other analytic factors (e.g., district size, SES) constant and calculate the variation in
student/teacher ratios that is due to only one factor (e.g., urbanicity). By controlling 'or all other
characteristics, it is possible to assess the impact of the characteristic of interest in schools that
are alike on other factors.

The following tables present "Equated Mean Ratio" and "Equated Mean Change." "Equated
Mean Ratio" indicates what the student/teacher ratio of a district (or high school) with a
particular attribute (e.g., enrollment of 1,000 - 4,999) would be if the district (or high school)
were "average" on all other characteristics in 1987-88. "Equated Mean Change" shows what the
average change in the weighted student/teacher ratio would be in this type of district (or school)
if the 'istrict (or school) were "average" on all other characteristics.

District characteristics. From 1987-83 to 1990-91, the district characteristic most strongly
related to student/teacher ratios was district size: Student/teacher ratios were greater in large
distri. ts (see table 5.9). This relationship held whether or not controlling for other
characteristics. The differences between districts with respect to this ratio diminished over this
time period; in other words, the largest districts had the largest declines in student/teacher ratios.
Nonetheless, the 1990-91 student/teacher ratio in the smallest districts was still much lower than
it the largest districts.

Although the largest student/teacher ratios .vere found in urban districts, controlling for
district size and other factors reversed the relationship between student/teacher ratios and
metropolitan status. If urban, suburban, and rural districts were all of the same size, had similar
minority composition, and were of similar SES, student/teacher ratios would be highest in rural
districts and lowest in urban districts. By itself, metropolitan status is a relatively poor predictor
of student/teacher ratios.

When controlling for other factors, minority composition had an impact only in the
predominantly (at least 50 percent) minority districts. After controlling for all other factors (size,
metropolitan status, and SES), the student/teacher ratio in predominantly minority districts (in
1987-88) was at least 0.8 students per teacher higher than it was in districts of any other racial-
ethnic composition.
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Table 5.9- Chan es in student/teacher ratios in districts with different characteristics: 1987-88 to 1990.91'

Number of
Teachers in

Anal sis

Student/Teacher
Ratio

1987-88'

Mean
Change

to 1990-91

Equated
Mean Ratio

1987-88

Equate:1

Mean Change
to 1990-91

Overall

Size (1987)

2,233,018 17.7 -0.4 to (t)

0 - 999 196,640 14.6 0.0 14.5 0.0
1,000 - 4,999 722,683 17.1 -0.3 17.0 -0.3
5,000 - 9,999 364,491 17.8 -0.4 17.8 -0.4
10,000 and over 948,574 18.7 -0.5 18.8 -0.5

Metropolitan status (1987)
Urban/central cities 592,869 18.3 -0.5 17.0 -0 3

Suburban/metropolitan 1,035,044 17 8 -0.3 18.0 -0.3
Rural 605,105 16.8 -0.4 17.7 -0.5

Percent minority (1987)
< 5% 536,086 16.7 -0.3 17.4 -0.4

5% - < 20% 602,073 17.5 -0.2 17.5 -0.3

20% - < 50% 551,354 17.8 -0.4 17.4 -0.3

50% and over 543,505 18.6 -0.6 18.3 -0.4

SES (% of school-age children in poverty: 1990)
0% - < 5% 254,609 16.5 -0.2 16.6 -0.2

5% - < 15% 761,847 17.8 -0.2 17.9 -0.2

15% - < 25% 613.230 17.7 -0.4 17.8 -0.4

25% and over 603,332 17.9 -0.6 17.6 -0.6

a Only districts for which SE c data were available are included in these analyses.

NOTE: Numbers in this table are not directly comparable with numbers presented earlier in this chapter because:
( I ) Data are provided only for districts that were in existence both in 1987-88 and 1990-91, and
(2) Change data are weighted by the district's 1987.88 enrollment.

(f) Values for Overall "Equated Mean Ratio (1987-88)" and "Equated Mean Change to 1990-91" are omitted because they are
the same as the simple means, by definition.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91. U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, School District Data Book Version 1.0. June
1994.

SES, after controlling for other factors, had its greatest impact on 1987-88 student/teacher
ratios in the most affluent districts. These districts had at least one student per teacher less than
any of the less affluent districts. This finding is consistent with affluent districts' ability to spend
more on their schools by providing more teachers for their students.

School characteristics. From 1987-88 to 1990-91, school size was found to be strongly
associated with student/teacher ratios (see table 5.10). Controlling for nonsize characteristics
made this relationship even more robust. When controlling for oL:.er factors, the difference in
student/teacher ratios between the smallest and largest schools increased from 6.2 students per
teacher (18.9 - 13.7) to 7.3 students per teacher (20.6 - 13.3). However, from 1987-88 to 1990-
91, these ratios improved (i.e., decreased) for large schools (controlling for all other
characteristics).
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In 1987-88, student/teacher ratios were highest in elementary schools. Unadjusted ratios in
middle and secondary schools were quite similar.' The higher student/teacher ratios in
elementary schools run counter to the findings that (a) elementary schools tend to be smaller than
other schools and (b) smaller schools tend to have lower student/teacher ratios. When size and
other school characteristics were controlled for, the differences between elementary and both
middle and secondary schools were accentuated. Clearly, comparisons of student/teacher ratios
for policy purposes must be carried out separately for elementary and for other schools.

School specialization had a strong influence on student/teacher ratios during this time period,
with student/teacher ratios lowest in specialized schools and highest in regular schools. Many of
these specialized schools are smaller than the typical regular school; many vocational and
alternative education schools are also secondary schools. Since the smaller schools and
nonelementary schools had lower student/teacher ratios, analytically controlling for an
association with these factors would result in increases in equated student/teacher ratios in
specialized schools. All of the equated mean ratios for specialized schools were increased,
suggesting the importance of these other factors in the determination of student/teacher ratios in
specialized schools.

When controlling for other school characteristics, student/teacher ratios declined substantially
(27 percent) for vocational education schools from 1987-88 to 1990-91. Some of this decline
may reflect artifacts associated with the cla. ,ification of vocational education schools." It
should also be noted that the number of teachers in vocational education schools is a negligible
proportion (1/239) of the number in regular schools. Small changes in the numbers of enrolled
students in these schools will have much greater impacts on student/teacher ratios than similar
enrollment changes in regular schools. Student/teacher ratios (and changes in these ratios from
1987-88 to 1990-91) were independent of a school's locale. When all other factors were
controlled for, locale had scant influence on a school's student/teacher ratio.

The apparent relationship between minority composition and student/teacher ratios in 1987-
88, with ratios increasing as school minority composition increases, was substantially reduced
but not eliminated when other school characteristics were controlled. The difference between
schools with the highest and lowest percent minority composition was reduced by more than half
(from 18.4 17.0 = 1.4 to 18.0 - 17.4 = 0.6).

43
Although nonequated ratios were lowest in "Not classifiable" schools and equated ratios were highest in these

schools-, no generalizations will be made about these "not classifiable" schools.

"The vocational education schools included in this analysis were schools in existence in both 1987.88 and
1990-91. Five percent of these schools became special education schools (with characteristically low student/teacher
ratios), 3 percent became alternative education schools, and 4 percent became regular schools (both of which have
characteristically higher student/teacher ratios).
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Table 5.10- Chan es in student/teacher ratios in schools with different characteristics: 1987-8S to 1990-91

Number of
Teachers in

Anal sis

Student/Teacher
Ratio

1987-88
Mean

Change

Equated

Mean Ratio
1987-88

AllilIMEINEMMII

Equated
Mean
Change_

Overall 2.175,286 17.8 -0.4 f t) (t)

Size (1987)
0 - 249 186.821 13.7 0.4 13.3 0.1
250 - 499 608,165 17.2 -0.1 16.2 -0.2
500 999 874,721 18.4 -0.5 18.2 -0.5
1,000 and over 505,579 18.9 -0.7 20.6 -0.5

Locale (1987)
Large city 281.987 18.7 -0.5 17.9 -0.3
Mid-size city 359,206 18.3 -0.5 17 9 -0.4
Urban fringe of large city 361,419 18.1 -0.2 17.7 -0.2
Urban fringe of mid-size city 260,014 17.9 -0.3 17.5 -0.2
Large town 52,015 18.1 -0.6 17.9 -0.5
S -all town 482,618 17.5 -0.3 17.8 -0.3
Rural 378,027 16.6 -0.3 17.8 -0.4

Type (1987)
Regular 2,141,539 17.9 -0.4 17.9 -0.3
Special education 19,182 6.7 0.2 9.8 -0.6
Vocational education 8.963 13.0 -1.9 14.3 -3.8
Alternative education 5,602 15.5 0.5 18.2 0.6

Grade range (1987)
Elementary 958.976 18.9 -0.3 19.8 -0.5
Middle 382,005 16.8 0.2 16.3 0.0
Secondary 660,605 17.1 -0.6 15.7 -0.5
Combined 161,719 17.2 -0.6 18.0 -0.7
Not classifiable 11.981 6.2 0.4 14.7 -0.3

Percent minority (1987)
< 5% 580,432 17.0 -0.3 17.4 -0.4
5% - < 20% 573,814 17.8 -0.3 17.8 -0.3
20% - < 50% 500,660 18.1 -0.4 17.9 -0.4
50% and over 520,380 18.4 -0.4 18.0 -0.3

NOTE: Numbers in this table are not directly comparable with numbers presented earlier in this chapter because:
(1) Data are provided only for schools that were in existence both in 1987.88 and 1990-91, and
(2) Change data are weighted by the school's 1987.88 enrollment.

(t) Values for Overall "Equated Mean Ratio (1987-88)" and "Equated Mean Change" are omitted because they are the same as
the simple means, by definition.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. Common Core of Data Surveys 1986-87 to
1990-91.
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Questions for Further Research

Average student/teacher ratios have declined from 1986-87 to 1990-91 by about 1 student per
teacher. Although at the individual classroom level, a decline ratios from 18 to 17 may not
seem that profound, a decline of this magnitude implies that each student can receive about 5
percent more attention from a teacher. Student/teacher ratios are believed to be a good proxy for
class size measures. So, this decline in student/teacher ratios is consistent with the promulgation
of state and district policies to decrease class size. The impact of these declines on education
processes and outcomes is beyond the scope of the CCD Surveys. Other sources of data must be
created and analyzed to allow the following questions to be addressed:

What association exists between the changes in student/teacher ratios and student
achievement? teacher satisfaction? teacher attrition?

Is there an "optimal" student/teacher ratio for each of these outcomes?

Not all states and districts have implemented or changed student/teacher ratio policies over
the 1986-87 to 1990-91 period. The existence of increases in the number of education agencies
with policies encouraging lower student/teacher ratios and of a general decline in these ratios
does not mean that a causal relationship exists. Declines could occur in states and districts for
other reasons. Further information is needed to determine the following:

What specific policies and practices are associated with declines in student/teacher ratios?

Coincident with this decline in student/teacher ratios has been an increase in the number of
special education students. Special education students who are mainstreamed receive services
from both regular and special education teachers, and special education students not
mainstreamed are typically in smaller classes than regular education students. Associations
between student/teacher ratios could be investigated separately for regular and special education
teachers, allowing the following questions to be addressed:

How do special education student/special education teacher ratios compare to regular
education student/teacher ratios?

How have these ratios changed over time? Specifically, has the regular education
student/teacher ratio changed?

What associations exist between these ratios and district characteristics? school
haracteristics?

Finally, student/teacher ratios are slightly different from class size. For example, it is
possible for schools to have specialized teachers or for teachers to teach in teams.
These would lower the student/teacher ratio without changing class size. Nonetheless, one
would generally expect changes in class size to parallel changes in student/teacher ratios.
Inconsistencies would merit further investigation.
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How have class sizes changed over time?

How have these changes varied as a function of district and school characteristics?

How do these changes compare with changes in student/teacher ratios? If there are
differences, why is this happening?

Student/teacher ratios are lowest in the smallest districts, the most affluent districts, in special
education schools, and in high schools (as opposed to elementary schools). They are also related
to the proportion of minority students in a district, even controlling for other district
characteristics. This finding suggests another question:

Why do schools with the highest concentrations of minority students have higher
student/teacher ratios?
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6 Recommendations for Use and Users of CCD Data

The data summarized in this report represent the first major attempt to conduct longitudinal
analyses of Common Core of Data Surveys information. These data provide a clear picture of
changes in the demographics of school districts from 1987-88 to 1990-91 and how these districts
and their component schools responded to these changes. They also provide baselines for the
assessment of subsequent change.

Since CCD data had not been used in this fashion before, a thorough review of the processes
involved in their production and of the nature and structure of the data comprising the CCD data
files was undertaken prior to the conduct of analyses. This effort also involved some of the first
efforts to link 1990 Census data (from the School District Data Book, Version 1.0) with CCD
data and use these Census data to enhance the value of information contained in the CCD.

Insights gained as a result should prove beneficial to others who are taking advantage of the
extraordinary wealth of data contained in the CCD data files. They are summarized in this final
chapter.

CCD Data Collection Operations

CCD data are voluntarily provided by state education agencies through their CCD
Coordinator. This individual, appointed by the chief state school officer, is responsible for
overseeing the completion of the State Nonfiscal Survey, the Public Elementary/Secondary
Education Agency Universe ("District") Survey, and the Public Elementary/Secondary School
Universe ("School") Survey and for verifying their accuracy.

In oruer for data to be comparable across states, standard definitions must be employed when
reporting on schools, staff, and students. Critical definitions for all survey items are provided to
CCD Coordinators, as well as general instructions for completion of the surveys. Ln addition,
data conferences and training sessions are held on at least a yearly basis.

To facilitate the provision of data, general information for each district and school (name,
address, phone number, metropolitan status or urbanicity code, and type of schoobdistrict) from
the previous year's data collection is provided. Coordinators only have to note any changes in
these elements. As a result of this practice, the (valid) perception that these characteristics are
not expected to change frequently is created. For example, as long as a school remains at its old
addressor remains in the same community, its locale code would generally not be expected to
change. As a result, a minor change in local or statewide reporting practices can have a profound
effect on the distribution of values for this variable in the CCD. Explicit instructions by two or
three state CCD Coordinators that schouls review all of their general information can have a
large impact on the reliability and validity of these variables. In 1990-91, a significant proportion
(7 percent) of the school locale codes changed from the previous year. In two states, over 90
percent of the schools were assigned locale codes different from the previous year's; in a third
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state, one-third (34 percent) of the schools were assigned different locale codes. Although this
practice undoubtedly provided a better indication of school locale, cautior is necessary when
using this variable to look at trends over time. These changes, generally rare in other years, were
episodic and highly clustered by state and year.

Student and staffing counts are not preprinted on the CCD district and school data collection
instruments. Generation of these counts are typically one of the functions of a state's record-
keeping system. As state data collection systems are restructured, generation of specific data
requested by the CCD surveys can become one of the objectives of the new system.
Restructuring of data collection systems can produce data which are more validbut it can make
them less comparable with those previously provided and compromise simple trend analysis.

Interpretation of Change Data

Sudden and unexpected changes in the reporting of characteristics can be associated with
systemic changes. When an unexpected change is wed, efforts should be made to determine
whether this change is idiosyncratic to one or only a ft v agencies, and to determine whether it is
part of a multiyear trend. If idiosyncratic and episodt , ald especially if this change is associated
with the earlier years of CCD data collection, caution in ieterpreting the findiag is appropriate.

Data Quality

One indicator of data quality is the amount of missing data. , levels of missing data for
any variable are a source of concern, preventing the simple gener )f national estimates. If
nonresponse were random, this would not be a major concern. I).te data collection
practices, nonresponse patterns for CCD data are generally clusten..0 I ssociated with a few
nonreporting agencies (see Table B.2).

As new items were added to the CCD, many agencies initially fount; i art icult or impossible
to provide the requested information However, with the knowledge thet data would be
requested on a regular basis, procedures to allow the generation of this irO't natiln evolved. The
proportion of schools providing racial-ethnic breakdowns for all of their students, .lot requested
in 1986-87, increased from 63 percent in 1987-88 to 89 percent in 1990-91. Simil. 'y, in 1986-
87, 80 percent of the districts were able to provide student enrollments. By 1991- he
proportion of districts providing these data increased to nearly all (99.92 percent).`'

In general, within most states, most districts, and most schools, :-.f CCD data cars 'sed
in a simple and direct fashion to assess changes over time. However, because of this clask d
nonre Jnse , CCD data for the 1987-88 to 1990-91 period should not be used to evaluate

45
1991-92 is used as a reference point rather than 1990-91 because missing values on the district survey were

recoded to zeroes in 1990-91. For items with high nonresponse to 1990-91. simple means will substantially
underestimate the true value. Zeroes were treated as missing for 1990-91 in the report and imputed from related
variables.
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national trends for certain school and district characteristics (such as racial composition) unless
one is willing to impute missing data, using a sophisticated imputation methodology.

Response rates for most CCD variables were excellent throughout the 1986-87 to 1991-92
period. However, items dealing with the numbers of different types of school completers proved
to be particularly problematic. The numbers of "other" diploma recipients were provided by
barely half (51.5 percent) of the districts in 1987-88 and 58 percent of the districts in 1991-92.
For "other" high school comp!eters, the item response rates were even lower: 50 percept in 1987-
88 and 49 percent in 1991-92. Interpretation of results on these variables should be extremely
li ,ted, even if sophisticated imputation procedures are employed.

Decisions about whether 1986-87 to 1990-91 CCD data are adequate to support planned
analyses are critically dependent on which data are to be used and how they are to be used.
Simple checks of nonresponse prevalence and patterns will inform analysts about the feasibility
of their planned approaches and of the potential need for procedures to handle issues relating to
item nonresponse.

With these simple precautions, CCD data provide insights and depths of understanding about
the nation's public school system that are not otherwise possible.

Study Results

Data from the CCD Surveys were organized to describe how school districts and schools
changed during the 1986-87 to 1990-91 period. The period from 1986 through 1991 was an
unusual one for American public school systems because it saw both Jecreasing high school
enrollments, as the small birth cohorts from the mid-1970s moved through the schools, and
increasing elemental), school enrollments. Thus, many school districts were dealing
simultaneously with growing enrollments in some schools and declining enrollments in others.
The potential policy effects of these imbalances may be both subtle and far-reaching. For
example, they may have provided additional impetus for the move from junior high schools
(serving grades 7-9) to middle schools (serving grades 6-8) that occurred in many districts
throughout the nation.

Critical district attributes (size, metropolitan status, SES, and percent minority students) and
school attributes (size, locale, type, grade range, and percent minority students) were used for
classification and comparison purposes. These enabled identification of the types of districts and
schools that had changed the most with respect to basic characfreistics (such as racial
composition) and performance indicators (such as student/teacher ratios). District and school
attributes associated with these basic characteristics and indicators were also identified.

Since the district attributes used for classification purposes were not independent of each
other, multivariate analysis techniques were employed to disentangle their interrelationships.
These techniques created "virtual" districts and schools that could be compared, allowing the
effects of specific attributes to be determined. In this fashion, associations of variations in
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enrollment size, racial-ethnic composition, grade levels served, racial balance, and
studt nt/teacher ratios with individual school and district attributes were investigated.

For example, with respect to SES, a variable developed through linkages to the School
District Data Book, 1987-88 to 1990-91 CCD data were able to demonstrate compelling
relationships between district affluence and

Racial imbalance L tween schools in the district. The poorest djstricts were the most
imbalanced.

Prevalence of middle schools. The higher the SES, the greater was the proportion of
seventh graders enrolled in middle schools.

Most importantly, it showed that the strong relation between a district's minority composition
and its SES has continued to 1990. The poorest districts, even after controlling for other district
attributes, still had nearly five times the proportion of minority students as the most affluent
districts.

Other findings, summarized in the Executive Summary, demonstrate the feasibility of using
CCD data to assess national trends and to draw inferences about relationships between school
and district attributes and characteristics and outcomes of interest to policymakers, education
practitioners, and researchers.

Potential Uses of CCD Data

The ease of linking CCD data with other data sets makes the CCD an exceedingly valuable
resource. In this project, CCD school district ID numbers enabled linkage of information about
the district's SES (assessed as the percentage of the district's school-age children living in
households below the poverty level) was extracted from 1990 Census data contained in NCES's
School District Data Book. Version 1.0, June 1994. This information was used for the
classification of school districts, enabling demonstrations of relationships of several critical
measures and outcomes with district affluence.

There are literally hundreds of different Census variables available for linkage. These
include information about the district's racial-ethnic composition (including highly detailed
categorizations of race), at-risk school-age children, education attainment, language spoken at
home and linguistic isolation, family income, households receiving public assistance, and place
of birth. The relationships between attributes such as these and the district's school system can
be easily investigated. For example, the proportion of school-age children attending public
school can be estimated.



Recommendaticns

Historical records. The presence of a constant and invariant identifier of schools and
districts enables the assessment of within-school and within-district change. This provides an
opportunity to use the CCD as a source of historical information about the schools or agencies
being studied and to link this information with other data files. In addition to current data about
the school or agency, the researcher can employ information about how the school or district has
changed over time as analytic variables. For example, knowledge that a school's enrollment has
doubled over the past 2 years may provide critical insights.

In addition, the types of schools (or districts) that have changed the most with respect tD any
measured characteristic (such as proportion of Hispanic students) can be identified; reasons for
these changes can be independently investigated. In like fashion, the impacts of state and local
educatio^ policies and practices can be assessed through assessment of changes in school and
district characteristics. For example, the association between district racial imbalance and SES
can stimulate one to identify districts (and states) in which this relationship runs counter to the
normthat is, to identify low SES districts that are racially balanced. Or, districts that have
shown substantial improvement in their racial balance or interracial exposure indices can be
identified. These districts can be investigated to identify the policies and practices they
employed.

Conclusion

It is hoped that the findings presented in this report will encourage others to pursue further
investigations. The CCD is an excellent source of data to demonstrate relationships between
different school, district, and state characteristics. It also provides a historical record of the
school(s) or agency(ies) of interest. This information can assist in conducting investigations of
how and why education in America is changing. Investigations of why relationships exist
become more feasible when one can identify the type(s) of schools, districts, and states in which
these relationships are strongest and weakest, and where the greatest changes are occurring.
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Definitions of Key Terms

An alternative education school is a public school that:

addresses needs of students which typically cannot be met in a regular school;

provides nontraditional education;

may be an adjunct to a regular school; and

does not specifically fall into the categories of regular, special education, or vocational
education.

A central city is defined as a city within a Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) with a minimum
population of 50,000 and has a Census Urbanized Area Code.

A combined school is defined as a public school serving students in grades characteristic of both
elementary, middle, and/or high school. The specific grades served are indicated in Table I.
Schema for Classification of Schools by Grades Served. (See grade range.)

A Consolidated Metropolitan Statistical Area (CMSA) is defined as an area of greater than
1,000,000 population, totality of the PMSAs in a single geographical area.

An education agency is defined as a government agency administratively responsible for
providing public elementary and/or secondary instruction or education support services.

An elementary school is defined as a public scl, )ol serving students in any grades from
prekindergarten through grade 6.

Enrollment is defined as the count of students on the current roll taken as of the school day
closest to October 1.

A Federally operated agency is defined as any elementary, secondary, or combined education
program operated by a federal agency (such as Bureau of Indian Affairs).
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A school's grade range was classified according to the following categories:

a) Elementary school
b) Separate middle grade school'
c) High school
d) Combination school'
e) Ungraded

I able 1 provides the decision rules used in classifying schools.

A high school is defined as a public school whose lowest grade is 6 or higher and whose highest
grade is 10 or higher. The specific grades served are indicated in Table 1. Schema for
Classification of Schools by Grades Served. (See grade range.)

Individualized Educational Plan (IEP), as used here, is defined as a written instructional plan
for students with disabilities designated as special education students under IDEA-Part B. This
includes:

statement of present levels of education performance of a child;

statement of annual goals, including short-term instructional objectives;

statement of specific education services to be provided and the extent to which the child
will be able to participate in regular education programs;

projected date for initiation and anticipated duration of services;

appropriate objectives, criteria and evaluation procedures; and

schedules for determining, on at least an annual bases, whether instructional objectives
are being achieved.

I The criteria for classifying schools (serving third graders and seventh, eighth. or ninth graders) was based
on contacting a random sample of nine such schools and asking:

(I) What type of school do you consider yourself to an elementary school. a middle school, a high school.
or a combination of these schools?

(2) Do students in some grades have different teachers for different subjects. or do they all have the same
teacher for all subjects?

In eight of these nine schools, the classic elementary school structure (i.e., one teacher for a class) typified some, but
not all, grades. Accordingly, these schools were classified as combined schools. It was also noted that many of the
schools with the word "Elementary" in their name had different teachers for different subjects for their upper grade
students.
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Table 1. Schema for classification of schools by grades served

Highest Grade

PK K 1 2 3 4 5 6 10 11 12

PK

Lowest

E E E E ECCCCC .

C

Grade

E E E E E ECCCCCC
i EEEEEECCCCC

2 EEEEECCCCCC
3 E EE EC C C CC

EEEM MCCC
MMC CC

6 E M M M H H H

7 M M M H H H

8 M M H H H

9 M H H H

10 H

11 H

12

NOTE: E=Elementary; tv1=Middle; H=High; C--Combined. Low grades are on the diagonal; high grades are listed on top.

District metropolitan status is defined as the classification of an education agency's service
area relative to a Metropolitan Statistical Area.

Categories and distinctions are:

urban/central cityprimarily inside a central city,

suburban/metropolitanprimarily outside a central city,

ruralnonurban area.

Locale (school), as used here, is a way to classify the location of a school relative to populous
areas. The locale code options are:
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Large cityCentral city of an SMSA with a population greater than or equal to 400,000
or a population density greater than or equal to 6,000 people per square mile.

Mid-size CityCentral City of an SMSA with a population less than 400,000 and a
population density less than 6,000 people per square mile.

Urban Fringe of Large CityPlace within an SMSA of a Large Central City and defined
as urban by the Census Bureau.

Urban Fringe of Mid-size CityPlace within an SMSA of a Mid-size Central City and
defined as urban by the Census Bureau.

Large TownTown not within an SMSA, with a population greater than or equal to
25,000.

Small TownTown not within an SMSA and with a population less than 25,000 and
greater than or equal to 2,500.

RuralA place with less than 2,500 people and coded rural by the Census Bureau.

An area is defined as a Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) if it has a city of at least 50,000
population, or if it is an urbanized area of at least 50,000 with a total metropolitan population of
at least 100,000.

A separate middle grade school is defined as a public school whose lowest grade is 4 cr higher
and whose highest grade is 7, 8, or 9. The specific grades served are indicated in Table I.
Schema for Classification of Schools by Grades Served. (See grade range.)

Minority enrollment refers to those students who are black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indian,
and Alaska Native.

A Non-MSA City is a city or place not in an MSA with a minimum population of 25,000
inhabitants and a population density of at least 1,000 per square mile, and does not have a Census
Urbanized Area Code.

Outside urbanized area is defined as an area not contiguous to any city or urban fringe area
with a minimum population of 2,5000 inhabitants, an area with a population density of at least
1,000 per square mile, and without a Census Urbanized Area Code.

Other agency is defined as any elementary, secondary, or combined education program that
cannot be appropriately classified using another CCD designation and that have been reported as
such by the state's CCD Coordinator.

Population in poverty is defined as the number of school-aged children living in households
below the poverty level in 1990.
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A Primary Metropolitan Statistical Area (PMSA) is a component of a CMSA.

A Public School is defined as an institution that:

provides education services;

has one or more grade groups (PK-12); or

is ungraded; and

has one or more teachers to give instruction;

is located in one or more buildings;

has an assigned administrator;

receives public funds as primary support; and

is operated by an education ageLcy.

The Racial Imbalance index is a measure which compares the racial composition of each school
in a district to the district's overall racial composition. It represents the proportion of minority
students who would have to be reassigned to other schools to bring about perfect racial balance
in the district. This measure can range from 0 (perfect racial balance) to 1 (total segregation).

It was calculated by the following formula:

I W MImbalance
2 W M

In the above equation, W, is the number of members of the focal racial-ethnic group (e.g.,
white students) in the school; W is the number of focal racial-ethnic group members in
the district; M, is the number of all other students (e.g., minority students) in the school;
and M is the number of all other students in the district.
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The (Inter)racial exposure index is a measure of the amount of exposure the typical minority
student has to white students. It was calculated by the 'ollowing formula:

IV runP

InterracialExposure= k

E N

In the above equation, k refers to each of s individual schools; Ni, is the number (N) of
minority group members in the school; and Pk, is the proportion of whites in the same
school. These measures are added and then divided by the number of minority students in
the district to provide an overall district measure.

Racial exposure indices, representing tne proportion of white students in the typical minority
student's school, are highly constrained by the proportion of white students in the district. If a
district is perfectly racially balanced, the racial exposure index would be the proportion of white
students in the district. If not perfectly balanced, it will be less. For this reason, the racial
exposure index will be inversely related to the proportion of minority students in a district.
Weighted racial exposure indices were determined by multiplying the racial exposure index by
the number of minority students in the district. These indices were always lower than the simple
district average. This reflects the fact that the districts with the lowest indices had the most
minority students.

A Regular school district is defined as a local school district that is not a component of a
supervisory inion, or a local school district component of a supervisory union sharing a
superintendent and administrative services with other local school districts.

It does not include supervisory union administrative centers or a county superintendent
serving the same purposes; a regional education service agency or county superintendent servins
the same purposes; State-operated or Federally-operated institutions charged at least in part with
providing elementary and/or secondary instruction of services to special needs populations; or
other education agencies that do not fit into any other category.

An area designated as rural is an area with 2,500 inhabitants or fewer and/or a population
density of less than 1,000 per square mile and/or an area which does not have a Census
Urbanized Area Code.

A 3chool district is an education agency or administrative unit that operates under a public board
of education

School-age children in poverty is defined as children 5 years and over living in households
whose poverty sta;us was identified in 1990.
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Secondary is defined as the general level of instruction classified by state and local practice as
secondary and composed of any span of grades beginning with the next grade following the
elementary grades and ending with or below grade 12.

Socioeconomic Status (SES) is a measure of affluence of the area served by the school district.
The measure of affluence used as an indicator of SES in this report was the percentage of school-
age children in poverty.

A special education school is a p iblic school that primarily focuses on special education,
including instruction for any of the following: hard of hearing, deaf, speech impaired, health
impaired, orthopedically impaired, mentally retarded, seriously emotionally disturbed,
multihandicapped, visually handicapped, deaf and blind, and has adapted curriculum, materials
or instruction for students served.

A State-operated agency is defined as a state-operated agency charged, at least in part, with
providing elementary andlor secondary instruction or support services.

A student is an individual for whom instruction is provided in an elementary or secondary
education program that is not an adult education program and is under the jurisdiction of a
school, school system, or other education institution.

A Supervisory Union is defined as an education agency where administrative services are
performed for more than one school district by a common superintendent.

Student/teacher ratio is defined as the number of students in a district (or school) divided by the
number of teachers in the district (or school).

A Teacher is defined as a professional staff member who instructs students and maintains daily
attendance figures.

An urbanized area is defined as an area with a population concentration of at least 50,000 and
generally consisting of a central city and the surrounding, closely settled, contiguous territory and
with a population density of at least 1,000 per square mile.

A vocational education school is a public school that focuses primarily on vocational education
and provides education and training in one or more semi-skilled or technical occupations.

1J
A-9



Appendix B

Technical Notes on Data

Data Sources
Selection of Observations
District Imputation Procedures
School Data Imputation Procedures
Data Cleaning
Multivariate Analyses
Tests of Statistical Significance
Additional Analyses
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Data Sources

Most of the information reported in these analyses was obtained from the Common Core of
Data Surveys (School and Agency level files), as contained on the CD-ROM diskette, National
Center for Education Statistics Common Core of Data Disc (CCD Disc) 1986-87 to 1991-92.
Socioeconomic status data (the percentage of school-age children in poverty) were obtained from
the CD-ROM disk School District Data Book, Version 1 ), June 1994, a,so known as the 1990
Census School District Special Tabulation, or as the Census mapping file.

Selection of Observations

Analyses reported are restricted to schools and districts that are located in the 50 states and
the District of Columbia. Unless specifically noted, analyses are also restricted to schools in
regular school districts (as indicated by an "Education Agency Type Code" of "1" or "2").
Agencies with all other type codes and their schools and students were excluded from analyses.
A listing of these type codes follows:

1. Local school district that is not a component of a supervisory union.

Local school district component of a supervisory union sharing a superintendent and
administrative services with other local school districts.

3. Supervisory union administrative center or a county superintendent serving the same
purposes.

4. Regio:ial education service agency or county superintendent serving the same purposes.

5. State-operated institution charged at least in part with providing elementary and/or
secondary instruction or services to special needs populations.

6. Federally operated institution charged at least in part with providing elementary and/or
secondary instruction or services to special needs populations.

7. Other education agencies that do not fit into the first 6 categories.

It should be noted that school districts with type codes of 1 and 2 accounted for 92 percent
(15,358 of 16,694) of the school districts and 98.8 percent of the students in the 50 States and the
District of Columbia in 1990-91.
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District Imputation Procedures

The CCD State Data Coordinators were not always able to provide all the requested
information for all of the school districts and schools in their state. In such cases, missing data
were replaced with imputed estimates of the true value for the missing information.

Most district imputations were done via PROC IMPUTE, a statistical imputation procedure
developed by A.I.R. for the National Center for Education Statistics. PROC IMPUTE
implements a linear regression-based version of hot-deck imputation, simultaneously imputing
values for missing data on several variables. Cases with data on a variable are categorized on up
to 20 values of a linear regression predictor, based on the other variables. Values are then
selected for imputation of missing responses for a variable, on a
case-by-case basis, by sampling randomly from the distribution of values in the category
specified by the predictor for that case. For cases missing several variables, startiog values are
imputed cumulatively based on the variables already imputed; and a second 'round" of
imputation uses these starting values in the regressions.

PROC IMPUTE approximates cumulative distributions for variables that take on more than
10 (integer) values by a series of quadratic (cumulative) segments. It is limited to ordinal
variables, in that all variables are treated as numerical. Multiple values that are not ordinally
related, such as "program type," must be treated as a series of dichotomies.

Prior to imputing missing values, it was necessary to change certain responses from zero to
missing so that they could be imputed. Counts for special education, ungraded, and the different
types of diploma recipients had no missing values in 1990-91 and significantly lower mean levels
relative to other years. This resulted from a former contractor replacing all missing values with
zeroes. To compensate for this, zeros were recoded back to missing values in 1990-91 if the sum
of values of a given variable for the other years were nonzero. Similarly, 1990-91 teacher counts
that were zero were set to missing if the number of students in that year were nonzero.

The distribution of variables that measured raw numbers (for example, student enrollments)
were skewed rather than normal. If the raw numbers were used for imputation, the larger
districts would contribute disproportionately to the imputed estimates. Therefore, these variables
were transformed prior to imputation to remove the bias of giving extra weight to the larger
districts by the following procedures:

(a) The number of special education students was set as a percentage of the number of
students in the district. If there were more students with IEPs than students in the district,
this value was set to 100 percent.

(b) Student, teacher, and school counts, and 1990-91 Census mapping child counts were
transformed to their log values.
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In the first set of imputations, the following variables were included and simultaneously
imputed:

High grade (1986-87; 1987-88; 1988-89; 1989-90; and 1991-92)
Low grade (1986-87; 1987-88; 1988-89; 1989-90; and 1991-92)
Student/teacher ratio (1986-87; 1987-88; 1988-89; 1989-90; and 1991-92)
Number of teachers (1986-87; 1987-88; 1988-89; 1989-90; and 1991-92)
Number of schools (1986-87; 1987-88; 1988-89; 1989-90; and 1991-92)
Student enrollment (1986-87; 1987-88; 1988-89; 1989-90; and 1991-92)
Metropolitan status (1991-92)
Location code (1991-92)
Type of district (1991-92)
Percentage of children living in poverty (1991-92)
Number of children (1991-92)

A second set of imputations was undertaken to impute the number of special education
students. It used the following variables:

Number of students with LEPs (1987-88; 1988-89; 1989-90; and 1991-92)
High grade (1986-87; 1987-88; 1988-89; 1989-90; and 1991-92)
Low grade (1986-87; 1987-88; 1988-89; 1989-90; and 1991-92)
Student/teacher ratio (1986-87; 1987-88; 1988-89; 1989-90; and 1991-92)
Metropolitan status (1991-92)
Number of ungraded students (1987-88; 1988-89; 1989-90; and 1991-92)
Percentage of children living in poverty (1991-92)
Number of children (1991-92)

All but two of these variables were taken from the CCD district file data for each year
indicated. (Location code was a new variable, first appearing in the 1991-92 CCD district data
file.) The Census Mapping data file was the source of the Percentage of children living in
poverty (1991-92) and the Number a.f children (1991-92) variables.

Operationally, PROC IMPUTE first identified the regression equation that was be the best
predictor of each of the above variables. For example, it determined that the best predictor of the
lowest grade served by the district in 1989-90 was the lowest grade served by the district in 1990-
91. So, if this information was missing for an LEA in 1989-90, the lowest grade served by the
district in 1990-91 would be used to identify the distribution of districts with the same low grade
and then select the lowest grade served by one of these districts in 1989-90 to replace the missing
value. Similarly, the best predictive regression equation for estimating missing student
enrollments in 1987-88 took into account the number of schools in the district in 1987-88, the
highest grade served by the district in 1987-88, and the district's 1991-92 metropolitan status.
The best predictor regression equation taking into account these variables was used to estimate
the missing 1987-88 student enrollment. The imputed enrollment was not the value calculated
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from the regression equation -- it was a value selected from districts with comparable values of
the predictor.

After PROC IMPUTE was run, yearly changes in the values of imputed variables greater than
1/16 of 1 percent of the annual sum of values of that variable were recalculated using linear
interpolation of nonimputed data available from other years. These interpolated figures were
then modified by using annually derived deflators. 1 number of interpolated, formerly
imputed values was quite low (fewer than 50 districts for most variables).

Although district-level imputations were originally carried out without use of information
from the CCD school-level files, missing teacher counts were later set to the sum of teacher
counts for all of the schools in a district. There were 705 districts for which there were no
associated schools for at least one of the years being analyzed. Mss: of these districts reported
student enrollments of 0. However, at least 225 of these districts reported student enrollments in
years for which there were no schools. Since these districts tended to have low enrollments, the
number of teachers was set to one-tenth of the number of students, rounded to the nearest integer.
(For example, if the district reported 23 students but lacked any linkable schools, the number of
teachers in this district was set to 2.)

School Data Imputation Procedures

The CCD school-level file had three sets of variables to he imputed: student counts, by race-
ethnicity, teacher counts, and locale codes. For the (relatively) invariant locale code, missing
values for any given year were set equal to the nonmissing values from other years. Once this
was done, only 1,749 missing cases of locale codes remained, all in 1986-87. These were
imputed by:

(a) using the locale code for another school in the same district (n=834), or, if no other
school were available,

(h) picking the modal value, based on overall distributions by CCD's locale type, Census
Mapping's number of urban children, and CCD's membership counts, using the known
information for these cases. (915 locale codes were imputed in this manner.)

For teacher counts, across all 5 years, only 2,246 schools were missing data. These were
calculated in the following manner:

(a) For schools with teacher counts for some but not all years, teacher counts were set to the
values of the )ther years, with the qualification that if the school enrollment were
different by a factor of more than 1.5 from the data from the nonmissing years, the
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teacher count was set to half way between the value that would keep the teacher count
constant and the value that would keep the student/teacher ratio constant.'

(b) For schools with no teacher counts for any year, the teacher count was set equal to the
modal nonzero inieger value of its enrollment divided by the average student/teacher ratio
for a school of that size in that year. (The nonzero qualification was added because the
modal student/teacher ratio of the smallest sized schools (0-49 enrollment) was zero.)

For racial-ethnic enrollments, missing counts were imputed in the following manner:

(1) If only one ethnicity count were missing, it was set equal to the difference in school
enrollment minus the sum of other ethnic enrollments or zero if the sum of nonmissing
ethnicities were greater than the enrollment.

(2) If more than one ethnic count was missing and the sum of nonmissing ethnic counts were
greater than the enrollment, the missing ethnicity counts were also set to zero.

(3) If more than one ethnic count was missing and the sum of nonmissing counts were less
than the enrollment, the difference between the enrollment and the nonmissing counts
were apportioned among the missing ethnicity counts according to the average ethnic
proportions in other years.

For schools whose data did not follow the patterns described above in (1)- (3), missing ethnicity
counts were imputed in the following manner:

(4) If more than one ethnic count was missing and the sum of nonmissing counts were less
than the enrollment, and if ethnic data were missing for all years, the difference between
the enrollment and the nonmissing counts were apportioned among the missing ethnicity
counts according to Census mapping ethnic proportions.

(5) When no enrollment information was available within a year but was available from other
years' CCD data, average ethnic proportions for the nonmissing years were multiplied by
school membership counts to estimate ethnic counts.

(6) When no ethnic data were available from the CCD for any year, counts were imputed by
multiplying ethnic proportions for the district (using Census mapping data) by the
school's membership.

(7) If the enrollment for the school was 0, all ethnic counts were set to 0.

2 "Half way" is defined as the square root of the product of enrollment for the missing teacher year and the ratio
of teacher/(student/teacher) for the nonmissing years.
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(8) In the absence of all of the above, ethnic proportions were set equal to the marginal
averages for the state, locale code, and year.

In any year, the number of schools for which each imputation methodology was employed
could differ as a function of the patterns of missing data. The imputation methodologies (using
the numbers indicated above) that were employed in 1987-88 are presented, by racial-ethnic
group and state in Figures B. I a-e.
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Appendix B

Data Cleaning

Locale (school) codes. In the 1990-91 CCD, a significant proportion (7 percent) of the school
locale codes changed from the previous year: In two states, over 90 percent of the schools were
assigned locale codes different from the previous year's; in a hird state, one-third (34 percent) of
the schools were assigned different locale codes. To preserve the integrity of the longitudinal data
series, the 1990-91 locale codes were set equal to their 1989-90 values (when data were available).

Student/teacher ratios. CCD agency and school files also contain a student/teacher ratio
variable. This variable was not always equivalent to the reported number of students divided by the
reported number of teachers. The student/teacher ratios presented in this report are the reported
number of students divided by the reported numbers of teachers.

Generally, the total number of students in a regular district was close to the aggregated number
of students in all of the district's schools. In 1986-87, there was exact agreement between these
counts in 60 percent of the districts; in 1987-88, 83 percent; in 1988-89, 78 percent; in 1909-90, 79
percent; and in 1990-91, 85 percent. Except for 1986-87, the net effect of these discrepancies did
not alter counts by more than 0.2 percent. In 1986-87, districts overall reported 626,956 (1.6
percent) more students than the aggregated student total.

Exceptionally high student/teacher ratios were reduced in the following manner:
Studentiteacher ratios were compared with previous years (for the school). If the difference was in
excess of 100, the smaller of the ratios was assumed to be the correct one.

Ungraded student/PK-12 student counts (district). Missing values for the number of
ungraded students were set equal to the difference between total students and students in grades
PK-12 because there were no districts for which both ungraded and PK-12 students were missing
The reverse was also donenamely the number of PK-12 students was set equal to the difference in
total students minus ungraded students.

Students with 1EPs, ungraded student counts, diploma recipients: District level, 1990-91.
As previously noted, in the 1990-91 CCD district file, a former contractor apparently replaced
missing values with zeroes for these variables. If these variables had nonzero values in former
years, the 1990-91 zero was set to missing and its value was subsequently imputed.

Teacher counts: District level. 1990-91. Slig`nly different criteria than those mentioned above
were used to identify questionable zero teacher crams in the 1990-91 data Pie. If student counts in
1990-91 were nonzero, teacher counts were set co missing, and then subsequently imputed.

Revised imputation of 1986-87 enrollment figures. Examination of 1986-87 enrollment
figures indicated that they required additional editing and imputation. These editing procedures
were carried ,sequent to other analyses, and 1986-87 enrollment and student/teacher ratio
figures in the .. re, ct the additional editing and imputation.
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Appendix B Appendix B

Multivariate Analyses

Since the various factors on which school districts (and schools) differ are correlated with each
other (e.g., enrollment size and urbanicity), one cannot tell from marginal averages which of several
descriptive measures are directly related to variation in a dependent measure. By simultaneously
permitting all of the descriptive factors under study to account for variation in the dependent
variable (e.g., student/teacher ratios), one can identify which measures are directly related to the
dependent variable and which are only indirectly related through their correlations with other,
'iirectly related measures. Conceptually, this is done by finding out which of the measures is
correlated with the dependent variable when the analysis is restricted to districts that are equal on
the ()tiler measures. If a factor is correlated with the dependent variable when districts are equal on
all of t le other measures included in an analysis, then it is more likely that this factor represents a
determinant of variation in the dependent variable. If its correlation with the dependent variable
evaporates when examining only districts that are equal on other factors, then that factor is only an
apparent contributor to variance in the dependent variable. The power and accuracy of this type of
analysis is, of course, limited by the ability to specify the model correctly and fully using available
data.

The statistical methods of analysis of variance and multiple linear regression are special cases of
the general linear model (GLM) and were conducted using the SAS program PROC GLM. The
general linear model, as used here, summarizes the data on schools or districts under the assumption
that variation in the mean value of some information on schools or districts (e.g., number of
teachers) can be partitioned into variation in the mean values between categories of schools or
districts (e.g., small, medium, and large) and variation between schools or districts within a
category.

In the present GLM analysis, districts are categorized by four levels of size, of minority
percentage, and of poverty percentage, and by three levels of urbanicity, as shown, for example, in
table 2.2. The model specification includes only main effects, not interactions: that is, no
attempt has been made to report effects of interactions, beyond their additive contribution to
variation. If the effect of poverty, for example, is, by itself, greater in large than in swan districts,
that is not included in the znalysis only the separate and additive contributions of poverty and size
to variation in school districts are displayed.

We suppos.' thet a measure, y(i,j,k,l), for districts with a particular combination of
characteristics (i,j,k,l) is distributed with a mean equal to the overall mean, plus a deviation
associated with each individual characteristic:

[ I ] y(i,j,k,l) = mu + (alpha(i)-mu) + (beta( j)-mu) + (gamma(k) -mu) + (delta(I)-mu)
+ random variation.

(We are using "i" to refer both to a characteristic (e.g., size) and to a value of that characteristic
(e.g., large), because the context makes the meaning clear.)
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Appendix B

The simple sample mean of y for characteristic (i) may be different from the overall mean even
if there is no direct relationship between (i) and y (i.e., even if alpha(i)-mu is zero), if districts with
characteristic (i) tend also to have characteristic (j) and characteristic (j) has a direct relationship
with y (i.e., beta(j)-mu is not zero). To display the direct relationship between characteristic (i) and
y, we compute the least square mean, or equated mean, lsm(i):

[2] lsm(i) = mu + (alpha(i)-mu).

Specifically, the GLM analysis estimates the effects in [ 1) and recomputes what the mean of y
would be if the only variation were due to characteristic (i).

For most of the school-level analyses performed, the model used was:

Dependent variable = school size, school locale, school type, grade range, and school
percent minority

For district analyses, the model used was:

Dependent variable = district siz-. district metropolitan status, district SES, district percent
minority

In these models, each of the factors was a categorical variable, making the model analogous to
an analysis of variance model. Thus, no assumptions of linearity of relations were imposed. Based
on the estimates produced, it was possible to compute least squares means (or equated means).
These means present what the dependent variable means in the marginal cells would have been if
the model had been used in a population in which the factors were uncon-elaxd.

The equated means in this report were derived from SAS PROC GLM printouts of "least
squares means." SAS adjusts printed least squares means to represent what the means would be if
there were an equal number of cases at each level of each factor. That adjustment can .ead to
erroneous interpretations, so in this report a constant was added to the least square means printed by
SAS, so that the overall mean of the least squares means would be the same as the true population
mean. Therefore, in all tables, the overall average least squares mean, or "equated mean," is equal
to the simple overall mean, by definition.

Tests of Statistical Significance

No tests of statistical significance were performed since population parameters were based on
the entire population rather than a sample. When an entire population is surveyed, mean values
represent a population characteristic rather than an estimate of this characteristic.
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Appendix B

Additional analyses were performed to show the distribution of schools by locale (in 1990-91)
and the prevalence and distribution of missing racial-ethnic data over time. Results of these
analyses are summarized in the following tables.

Distribution of schools by locale. The district metropolitan status codes describe the type of
district in which a school is located; the seven-category school locale codes, the type of locale in
which a school is located. (This finer-grained classification schema was also used to classify
districts in 1991-92.) Ir, order to show the relationships between school locale codes and district
metropolitan status codes, the following table (see figure 8.2) was prepared. It summarizes 1990-91
CCD data, showing the numbers of schools in each classification category.

ix ure B.2. 1990-91 CCD: School counts b school locale and district metro r titan status codes

,call (11 .N'Th.kKII Urban
Metropolitan Status of District

Suburban Other Total

Overall
Column percent

Large cit!,

17,435

20 9%

6,537

34.843
41 8%

1,104

31,063
37.3%

9

83,341

100.0%

,,650
Row percent 85.5% 14.4% O. I% 100.0%
Column percent 37.5% 1 1% 0.0% 9.2%

Mid-size Lily 8,027 3,694 156 1.1877

Row percent 67 6% 31.1% 1.3% 100.0%

Column percent 46.0% 10 6% (1.5% 14 3%

Urban fiinue Large city 894 10,998 6(1 11.952

Row percent 7 5% 92.0% 0.5% 100.0%
Column percent 5. I % 31.6% 0.2% 14.3%

Urban fringe Mid size city 1,444 6,429 340 8,213

Row percent 17 6% 78 3% 4.1% 100.0%
Column percent 8.3% 18,5% 1.1% 9.9%

1.arge town 71 436 1,333 1,840
Row percent 3 9% 23.7% 72.5% 1(81.0%

Column percent 0.4% 1.3% 4 3% 2.2%

Small town 162 6,472 12,354 18.988
Row percent 0 9% 34.1% 65.1% 100.0%
Column percent 0.9% 18.6% 39.8% 22 8%-

Rural 3(8) 5,710 16,811 22,821
Row percent 13% 250% 71.7% 100.0%
Column rcent I 7% 16.4% 54.1% 27 4%

Sot WI I' ,t Department of I ducabon National Center for Ltittt.at Ion Scat ',tic, Common Core of Data Son e±.. IWO+ 5' 1,40-91
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Appends-1r B

Number and proportions of schools missing race-ethnicity data. Two sets of tables
(figures B.3 and B.4) were prepared. The first indicates the number and proportion of schools for
which any race-ethnicity data were missing. It was not uncommon for counts to be provided about
all but one racial-ethnic group (typically, Native Americans). Since racial-ethnic counts and total
student counts for a school were not always provided as of the same date, it was not possible to
logically impute a value for a missing count through simple subtractions.

The second set of tables indicates the number and proportion of schools for which no racial-
ethnic counts were provided. The counts for all five racial-ethnic categories in these schools were
missing. Since no racial-ethnic counts were provided for 1986-87, data for this year are not
summarized.
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